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HEARING ON H.R. 107, TO REQUIRE THAT 
THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR CON- 
DUCT A STUDY TO IDENTIFY SITES AND 
RESOURCES, TO RECOMMEND ALTER- 
NATIVES FOR COMMEMORATING AND IN- 
TERPRETING THE COLD WAR, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES; H.R. 400, TO AUTHORIZE 
THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR TO ES- 
TABLISH A RONALD REAGAN BOYHOOD 
HOME NATIONAL HISTORIC SITE, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES; AND H.R. 452, TO AU- 
THORIZE THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A ME- 
MORIAL TO FORMER PRESIDENT RONALD 
REAGAN WITHIN THE AREA OF THE DIS- 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA REFERRED TO IN THE 
COMMEMORATIVE WORKS ACT AS AREA 1 ", 
TO PROVIDE FOR THE DESIGN AND CON- 
STRUCTION OF SUCH MEMORIAL, AND FOR 
OTHER PURPOSES 


Thursday, March 8, 2001 
House of Representatives 

Subcommittee on National Parks, Recreation, and Public Lands 
Committee on Resources 
Washington, DC 


The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:14 a.m. in 
Room 1334 Longworth House Office Building, Hon. Joel Hefley 
[Chairman of the Subcommittee] presiding. 

Mr. Hefley. This is my first time to chair this Committee as 
Chairman of the Committee. I have chaired it in my esteemed col- 
league from Utah’s absence from time to time but this is my first 
time to chair it and I think I would be remiss if I did not point 
out the fact that I sat for many years on this Committee under the 
tutelage of Bruce Vento. 

Now Bruce, as you know, we lost last year. He could be very par- 
tisan at times. He was very liberal, very different philosophically 

( 1 ) 
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from me, but if you wanted to challenge Bruce on a public lands 
issue you had better pack your lunch and come prepared. 

And Bruce was a gentleman. If you had a good idea and you 
were in the minority, in those days it was the practice that any mi- 
nority good idea would be stolen by someone in the majority. I 
mean that is just the way things were done. Bruce, if you had a 
good idea and you were in the minority, he would cosponsor that 
idea with you. 

And I learned a great deal about public lands issues from Bruce 
Vento and I wonder if at the start of this hearing if we might just 
take a moment of silence in remembrance of Bruce and his con- 
tribution to this Congress and to the United States of America. 

[Pause.] 

STATEMENT OF HON. JOEL HEFLEY, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Good morning everyone and welcome to the hearing today. The 
Subcommittee on National Parks, Recreation and Public Lands will 
come to order. 

I would like to congratulate and welcome my colleague, the Dele- 
gate from the Virgin Islands, Ms. Christensen, as the new ranking 
member of the Committee and I look forward to working with her. 

The Subcommittee staff and I will do everything we can to see 
that this Committee is run in a fair, evenhanded manner and hope- 
fully it is — I started to say bipartisan but as nonpartisan a way as 
possible. Most of the issues we deal with are not or should not be 
partisan issues in here and some of them will be but mostly they 
should not be. We will try to operate in as congenial a fashion as 
possible. 

I would also like to point out that the name of the Subcommittee 
has changed. The Subcommittee name now includes recreation in 
its title and with good reason. Chairman Hansen and I, along with 
many other members of the Committee, believe that for the last 
eight years our nation’s premier park system and vast public lands 
have become more synonymous with unnecessary restrictions on 
access and a predominant bias toward preservation, rather than 
the opportunities for recreation and family enjoyment. 

Today, and for the foreseeable future, the Subcommittee will add 
a new focus on recreation and multiple use on our publics lands. 

Concerning today’s hearing, the Subcommittee will consider 
three important bills: H.R. 400 sponsored by Speaker Hastert that 
would authorize the Secretary of the Interior to establish the Ron- 
ald Reagan Boyhood Home National Historic Site in Dixon, Illinois; 
H.R. 452 sponsored by Chairman Hansen that would authorize the 
establishment of a memorial to former President Ronald Reagan on 
the National Mall; and H.R. 107 sponsored by me that would re- 
quire the Secretary of Interior to conduct a study to identify sites 
and resources for commemorating and interpreting the Cold War. 

I especially look forward to hearing the witnesses’ comments on 
the proposed memorial for former President Reagan. I suspect that 
this will be an unusual hearing as the new Administration has 
come out in opposition to not only my bill and Chairman Hansen’s 
bill but to Speaker Hastert’s bill, as well. 

[The prepared statement of Speaker Hastert follows:] 
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Statement of Speaker J. Dennis Hastert (IL-14), on H.R. 400 

Chairman Hefley, Ranking Member Christensen: 

Thank you for inviting me to testify before you today in support of H.R. 400 
which would establish the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home National Historic Site in 
Dixon, Illinois. As you are well aware, this bill would allow the Secretary of the In- 
terior to acquire the Reagan boyhood home from the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home 
Foundation to ensure that this important historical structure is protected and main- 
tained in perpetuity. 

At this time, I would like to take a moment to recognize Norm and Harriet 
Wymbs — without their selfless dedication — and the dedication of the folks of Dixon, 
Illinois — to preserving the legacy of Ronald Reagan, we would not be here today. We 
all owe them a debt of gratitude. 

Ronald Reagan occupies a special place in the heart of all of us from Northern 
Illinois. We take great pride in the record of our native son. As our 40th President, 
Ronald Reagan steered this country through some very difficult times. I am sure 
many of us here today can recall the atmosphere in America when he took office 
in 1981. We were mired in recession, in the midst of a cold war with the Soviet 
Union, and there was a real sense that America had seen its better days. By the 
time Reagan left office, we were in the middle of unprecedented economic growth, 
peace and freedom were on the rise in every corner of the globe, and we had experi- 
enced a re-birth of the American spirit. Reagan’s belief in limited government, lower 
taxes, and individual freedom had transformed American politics and re-ignited our 
spirit of optimism. 

Many of us believe that Reagan’s success as President stems in no small part 
from his upbringing in Illinois. And, while his path to greatness took him to many 
places, I believe what he learned growing up in Illinois never left him. 

Although born in Tampico, Illinois, Reagan has always considered Dixon his 
hometown. In Reagan’s youth, as it is today, Dixon represents a traditional, rural, 
Midwestern town. In Dixon, Reagan attended school, played football, worked as a 
lifeguard, and developed the values that would shape his future life in politics. In 
fact, many of the images of Reagan in his youth, which we are all familiar with, 
were taken in Dixon and the surrounding area. 

The history of Ronald Reagan’s life in Dixon is typical of most raised in small 
Midwestern towns. Reagan’s parents, Nelle and Jack, instilled in him a sense of fair 
play, duty to others, and a respect for hard work. They taught young Ronald that 
religious or racial prejudice is wrong. And, Jack and Nelle were determined that 
their children would have every opportunity to excel and saw to it that the Reagan 
children obtained a college education. These are ideals we must share and pass on 
to future generations of young Americans. 

Ronald was thirteen when he entered Dixon’s Northside High School. At 
Northside, “Dutch" Reagan played football and basketball, ran track, and acted in 
school plays. Athletic achievement and theatrical performances in school plays in- 
creased his popularity at Northside. In his senior year, Reagan was elected student 
body president. As was the custom of the time, yearbooks generally included mot- 
toes written by the student to describe attributes or perspective outlooks. Ronald 
Reagan’s reads: “life is just one grand sweet song, so start the music” Ambitious, 
full of life, and ready to take on the world, Reagan graduated from Northside High 
School in 1928. 

After High School, Reagan was admitted to Eureka College on a partial football 
scholarship-he lettered in football all 4 years. Reagan washed dishes at his frater- 
nity house and at the girls dormitory on campus for spending money. Reagan 
worked as a lifeguard and swimming coach in the summer months as well. As a 
freshman, Ronald Reagan was already a proven leader-he organized and led a stu- 
dent strike in protest of the decision by college administrators to reduce the array 
of courses offered. The demonstration resulted in the resignation of the college presi- 
dent and a return to the old curriculum. While at Eureka he also made it possible 
for his older brother Neil, who was then working at a cement plant, to go to college 
by getting him a job, a partial scholarship, and a deal deferring his tuition until 
after graduation. 

The Depression hit Dixon, Illinois especially hard. The Reagan’s were forced to 
sublet their home and live in one room. Jack and Nelle’s next door neighbor at times 
cooked for them, and handed meals through the window. The Depression had an 
enormous impact on Reagan-he often recalled the uncertainty of the times by re- 
telling the story of his father expecting a bonus check and instead being fired on 
Christmas Eve 1931. The trying times of the Great Depression touched the lives of 
every American and the Reagans were no exception. The charitable kindness re- 
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ceived and practiced by the Reagan’s helped them to survive and thrive when hard 
times came. 

After college, Ronald Reagan borrowed his father’s beat up Oldsmobile and set out 
on a 1-day swing of nearby small-town radio stations. Reagan was offered five dol- 
lars and round trip bus fare to broadcast a University of Iowa football game. He 
did so well that the station manager gave him a raise to ten dollars for the remain- 
ing games. Early in 1933 World of Chiropractic radio (WOC), a subsidiary of WHO 
radio in Des Moines, hired Dutch as a full time announcer for $100 a month — a lot 
of money at the time. He had enough money to help his parents and send $10 a 
month spending money to his brother Nell while he finished college at Eureka. At 
first, Reagan’s oratory was neither polished, nor very professional but he learned 
to rehearse and sound spontaneous. As we all know, Reagan’s weakness became one 
of his trademark virtues. In the future, Reagan’s speeches gave hope to millions 
around the world who suffered under the oppression of Communism. 

From his job at a small radio station in Iowa, Reagan went on to serve in the 
Army during World War II, become a movie star, president of the Screen Actors 
Guild, a traveling spokesman for General Electric, Governor of the State of Cali- 
fornia, and, ultimately, President of the United States. Wherever he went, however, 
lie carried the lessons lie learned growing up in Dixon, Illinois, with him. 

I believe that, as a Nation, we must preserve and protect places of historical inter- 
est for future generations. The affection we, as a Nation, have for the 40“’ President 
of the United States is demonstrated by the fact that so many important things now 
bear his name-from the airport which serves the Nation’s Capital and a Federal 
building, to the Navy’s newest aircraft carrier. 

In my mind, however, there is another important piece of Reagan’s life that de- 
serves preservation. I believe that Reagan’s life in Dixon, Illinois, is critical to un- 
derstanding the man and the presidency. But don’t take my word for it. Take the 
word of the tens of thousands of visitors who tour his boyhood home every year. 

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to represent President Reagan’s boyhood home of 
Dixon, Illinois, in Congress and I am proud to sponsor legislation that will ensure 
that the opportunity to experience the place where he was raised will be available 
to all Americans for years to come. I look forward to working with you, and Ranking 
Member Christensen, to make this a reality as soon as possible. 


Mr. Hefley. I want to thank our panel of witnesses, especially 
Speaker Hastert and Chairman Hansen, for being here today to 
testify on these bills. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Hefley follows:] 

Statement of Hon. Joel Hefley, Chairman, Subcommittee on National Parks, 
Recreation, and Public Lands 

Good morning everyone and welcome to the hearing today. The Subcommittee on 
National Parks, Recreation, and Public Lands will come to order. I would like to 
congratulate and welcome my colleague, the Delegate from the Virgin Islands, Ms. 
Christensen, as the new Ranking Member of the Subcommittee. The Subcommittee 
staff and I look forward to working with all of you in what I hope will be a very 
productive, bipartisan, and congenial session for this Subcommittee. 

I would also like to point out that the name of the Subcommittee has changed. 
The Subcommittee name now includes Recreation in its title and with good reason. 
Chairman Hansen and I along with many other Members of the Committee believe 
that for the last 8 years our Nation’s premier park system and vast public lands 
have become more synonymous with unnecessary restrictions on access and a pre- 
dominate bias toward preservation, rather than with opportunities for recreation 
and family enjoyment. Today, and for the foreseeable future, the Subcommittee will 
add a new focus on recreation and multiple use on our public lands. 

Concerning today’s hearing, the Subcommittee will consider three important bills: 
H.R. 400, sponsored by Speaker Hastert, that would authorize the Secretary of Inte- 
rior to establish the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home National Historic Site in Dixon, 
Illinois; H.R. 452, sponsored by Chairman Hansen, that would authorize the estab- 
lishment of a memorial to former President Reagan on the National Mall; and 
H.R. 107, sponsored by me, that would require the Secretary of Interior to conduct 
a study to identify sites and resources for commemorating and interpreting the cold 
war. I especially look forward to hearing the witnesses comments on the proposed 
memorial for former President Ronald Reagan. |T suspect this will be an unusual 
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hearing as the new Administration has come out in opposition to not only my bill 
and Chairman Hansen’s bill, but Speaker Hastert’s as well.] 

I want to thank our panel of witnesses, especially Speaker Hastert and Chairman 
Hansen, for being here today to testify on these bills. I now turn the time over to 
the Ranking Member, Ms. Christensen. 


Mr. Hefley. I wonder if the gentlelady, Mrs. Christensen, would 
suspend her comments just a moment in deference to Chairman 
Hansen, who is going to have to leave and would like to give his 
comments on his bill. I would ask unanimous consent that we do 
that, get that out of the way before we go vote. Would that be all 
right? 

Mrs. Christensen. Fine with me. Thank you. 

Mr. Hefley. All right, Chairman Hansen, we turn it over to you. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES V. HANSEN, A REPRESENTATIVE 
IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF UTAH 

Mr. Hansen. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I thank the ranking 
member for her courtesy. I have another meeting to get to but if 
I could just quickly give an opening statement on H.R. 452, which 
establishes a presidential memorial for one of the most influential 
men of the 20th century. 

As one of our most notable Presidents, Ronald Wilson Reagan 
initiated policies, such as peace through strength that helped win 
the Cold War, contained the economic stagnation of the early ’80’s 
by cutting taxes and increasing funding for the national defense 
and helped to restore the United States as a leader on the world 
front. In doing so, President Reagan restored America’s faith in 
itself and our system of government. In short, he restored pride in 
our nation. 

Specifically, this bill creates and then directs the Ronald Reagan 
Memorial Commission to cooperate with the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the National Capital Memorial Commission to identify and 
then recommend to Congress an appropriate site for the construc- 
tion of a memorial honoring the former President Ronald Reagan. 
The bill specifies that the memorial site be situated in Area 1 as 
identified in the Commemorative Works Act and that it be placed 
between the Lincoln Memorial and the U.S. Capitol Building. The 
Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission would also select the memo- 
rial design and raise the necessary funds to complete the memorial. 

Furthermore, the commission will have the responsibility to raise 
the necessary funds from the private sector for the design, con- 
struction and maintenance of the memorial and to issue a report 
to Congress and the President on its activities every 6 months from 
its first meeting, along with a final report on its findings. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I want to address some of the criti- 
cism regarding my legislation. First, the 25-year waiting period es- 
tablished by the CWA is more of an arbitrary time period than rep- 
resenting a particular formula. Quite frankly, it could be five or 50 
years. There really is no right time period. I believe that Mr. 
Reagan is a very special case. Because of the nature of his battle 
with Alzheimer’s disease, sadly it means Mr. Reagan’s public life 
is and has been coming to an end since he left office in 1989. 

Secondly, the National Mall has come to represent so much in 
terms of who we are as a people. It represents our struggles, our 
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achievements and our appreciation for those Americans who led 
our country in time of crisis. I find it hard to believe that a memo- 
rial to President Reagan so negatively impacts the integrity of the 
beauty of the National Mall. 

According to the National Park Service, there are 1,791 acres in 
Area 1. This includes 608 acres covered by the Potomac River and 
the Tidal Basin, 344 acres occupied by Federal buildings and muse- 
ums and 315 acres occupied by existing or planned memorials. 
That leaves approximately 525 acres of open space. I think if every- 
one would keep their perspective on this issue another memorial is 
certainly not going to destroy the vistas of the Mall. In fact, I be- 
lieve most Americans walking the National Mall to better under- 
stand our history would not object to a memorial honoring one of 
the most influential and historical figures of the 20th century. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 452 is similar to the bill that former Re- 
source Chairman Don Young introduced last Congress. If you re- 
call, that bill was favorably reported by the Resource Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill honors a great American who deserves 
a national tribute in a place of prominence and recognition on the 
National Mall alongside the other great leaders of our nation’s his- 
tory. 

And with that, thank you so very much for allowing me to do 
that. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you, Chairman Hansen. Rest assured this 
Committee will take care of your bill in due time. 

Mr. Hansen. That is what I am worried about. 

[The prepared statement of Chairman Hansen follows:] 

Statement of Hon. James V. Hansen, Chairman, Committee on Resources, 

on H.R. 452 


Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

H.R. 452 establishes a Presidential memorial for one of the most influential men 
of the 20th Century. As one of our most notable Presidents, Ronald Wilson Reagan 
initiated policies such as peace through strength that helped win the cold war, 
tamed the economic stagnation of the early 1980’s by cutting taxes and increasing 
funding for the national defense, and helped to restore the United States as leader 
on the world front. In doing so, President Reagan restored America’s faith in itself 
and our system of government. In short, he restored pride to our Nation. 

Specifically, this bill creates and then directs the Ronald Reagan Memorial Com- 
mission to cooperate with the Secretary of the Interior and the National Capitol Me- 
morial Commission to identify, and then recommend to Congress, an appropriate 
site for the construction of a memorial honoring former President Ronald Reagan. 
The bill specifies that the memorial site be situated in Area 1” as identified in the 
Commemorative Works Act, and that it be placed between the Lincoln Memorial 
and the U.S. Capitol Building. The Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission would 
also select the memorial design and raise the necessary funds to complete the me- 
morial. 

Furthermore, the Commission will have the responsibility to raise the necessary 
funds from the private sector for the design, construction, and maintenance of the 
memorial, and to issue a report to Congress and the President on its activities every 
6 months from its first meeting, along with a final report on its findings. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time, I wanted to address some of the criticism regarding 
my legislation. First, the 25 year waiting period established by the CWA is more 
of an arbitrary time period than representing a particular formula. Quite frankly, 
it could be five or 50 years. There really is no right time period. I believe that Mr. 
Reagan’s is a very special case. Because of the nature of his battle with Alzheimer’s 
disease, sadly it means Mr. Reagan’s public life is, and has been coming to an end 
since he left office in 1989. 

Second, the National Mall has come to represent so much in terms of who we are 
as a people. It represents our struggles, our achievements, and our appreciation for 
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those American’s who led our country in times of crisis. I find it hard to believe that 
a memorial to President Reagan will so negatively impact the integrity or the beau- 
ty of the National Mall. 

According to the National Park Service, there are 1,791 acres in Area 1. This in- 
cludes 608 acres covered by the Potomac River and the Tidal Basin, 344 acres occu- 
pied by Federal buildings and museums, and 315 acres occupied by existing or 
planned memorials. That leaves approximately 524 acres of open space. I think if 
everyone would keep their perspective on this issue, another memorial is certainly 
not going to destroy the vistas of the Mall. In fact, I believe most Americans walking 
the National Mall to better understand our history would not object to a memorial 
honoring one of the most influential and historical figures of the 20th Century. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 452 is similar to the bill that former Resources Chairman 
Don Young introduced last Congress. If you recall, that bill was favorably reported 
by the Resources Committee. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill honors a great American who deserves a national tribute 
in a place of prominence and recognition on the National Mall along side the other 
great leaders in our Nation’s history. 


Mr. Hefley. The Committee stands in recess while we vote and 
we will be back as quickly as we can and we will pick up with Mrs. 
Christensen’s statement. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Hefley. The Committee will come back to order and we will 
go now to Mrs. Christensen. 

STATEMENT OF HON. DONNA CHRISTENSEN, A DELEGATE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

Mrs. Christensen. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is a pleasure 
to be here today at the first meeting of the renamed National 
Parks, Recreation and Public Lands Subcommittee of this Con- 
gress. 

On behalf of the Democratic members of the Subcommittee, let 
me congratulate you on your new role as Subcommittee Chairman 
and we look forward to working with you to address the many 
issues that will come before this Subcommittee during the 107th 
Congress. 

Today, whether by accident or design, it appears there is a theme 
to our hearing. Former President Reagan played a significant role 
in the latter stages of the Cold War and all three measures we will 
consider today deal with this theme. 

Mrs. Christensen. Our first bill, H.R. 107, of which you are the 
sponsor, Mr. Chairman, directs the Secretary of the Interior to con- 
duct a study regarding the sites and resources associated with the 
Cold War. The tension between the United States and the former 
Soviet Union that marked the Cold War era had a significant im- 
pact on U.S. policy both at home and abroad. As such it is an im- 
portant element of our recent history. 

[The text of H.R. 107 follows:] 
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107th CONGRESS 
1st Session 


H.R.107 


To require that the Secretary of the Interior conduct a study to identify 
sites and resources, to recommend alternatives for commemorating and 
interpreting the Cold War, and for other purposes. 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

January 3, 2001 

Mr. IIefley introduced the following bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Resources 


A BILL 

To require that the Secretary of the Interior conduct a 
study to identify sites and resources, to recommend alter- 
natives for commemorating and interpreting the Cold 
War, and for other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 SECTION 1. COLD WAR STUDY. 

4 (a) Subject of Study. — The Secretary of the Inte- 

5 rior shall conduct a National Historic Landmark theme 

6 study to identify sites and resources in the United States 

7 that are significant to the Cold War. In conducting the 

8 study, the Secretary of the Interior shall consider — 


1 
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1 (1) the inventory of sites and resources associ- 

2 ated with the Cold War completed by the Secretary 

3 of Defense pursuant to section 8120(b)(9) of the 

4 Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 1991 

5 (Public Law 101-511; 104 Stat. 1906); and 

6 (2) historical studies and research of Cold War 

7 sites and resources such as intercontinental ballistic 

8 missiles, flight training centers, manufacturing fa- 

9 cilities, communications and command centers (such 

10 as Cheyenne Mountain, Colorado), defensive radar 

11 networks (such as the Distant Early Warning Line), 

12 and strategic and tactical aircraft. 

13 (b) Contents. — The study shall include — 

14 (1) recommendations for commemorating and 

15 interpreting sites and resources identified by the 

16 study, including — 

17 (A) sites for which studies for potential in- 

18 elusion in the National Park System should be 

19 authorized; 

20 (B) sites for which new national historic 

21 landmarks should be nominated; and 

22 (C) other appropriate designations; 

23 (2) recommendations for cooperative arrange- 

24 ments with State and local governments, local his- 

25 torical organizations, and other entities; and 
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1 (3) cost estimates for earning out each of those 

2 recommendations. 

3 (c) Guidelines. — The study shall be — 

4 (1) conducted with public involvement and in 

5 consultation with the Secretary of the Air Force, 

6 State and local officials, State historic preservation 

7 offices, and scholarly and other interested organiza- 

8 tions and individuals; and 

9 (2) submitted to the Committee on Resources of 

10 the House of Representatives and the Committee on 

11 Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate no 

12 later than 3 years after the date that funds are 

13 made available for the study. 

14 SEC. 2. INTERPRETIVE HANDBOOK ON THE COLD WAR. 

15 Not later than 4 years after funds are made available 

16 for that purpose, the Secretary of the Interior shall pre- 

17 pare and publish an interpretive handbook on the Cold 

18 War and shall disseminate information gathered through 

19 the study through appropriate means in addition to the 

20 handbook. 

21 SEC. 3. COLD WAR ADVISORY COMMITTEE. 

22 (a) Establishment. — The Secretary of the Interior, 

23 upon funds being made available to carry out this Act, 

24 shall establish the Cold War Advisory Committee (here- 

25 after irr this section referred to as the “Advisory Conr- 
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1 mittee”). The Advisory Committee shall be composed of 

2 9 members, appointed by the Secretary, of whom — 

3 (1) 3 shall have expertise in Cold War history; 

4 (2) 2 shall have expertise in historic preserva- 

5 tion; 

6 (3) 1 shall have expertise in American history; 

7 and 

8 (4) 3 shall be from the general public. 

9 (b) Chairperson. — The Advisory Committee shall 

10 designate one of its members as Chairperson. 

11 (c) Meetings With Advisory Committee. — The 

12 Secretary, or the Secretary’s designee, shall meet and con- 

13 suit with the Advisory Committee on matters relating to 

14 the study conducted under section 1 on not fewer than 

15 3 occasions. 

16 (d) Compensation. — Members of the Advisory Com- 

17 mittee shall serve without compensation, but the Secretary 

18 may pay expenses reasonably incurred in carrying out 

19 their responsibilities under this Act on vouchers signed by 

20 the Chairperson. 

21 SEC. 4. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

22 There are authorized to be appropriated $200,000 to 

23 carry out this Act. 

O 
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Mrs. Christensen. Our second bill today, H.R. 400, would re- 
quire the Secretary to purchase a facility in Speaker Hastert’s dis- 
trict in Dixon, Illinois known as the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home 
complex and designated as a new national historic site. Apparently 
former President Reagan lived in this home for a brief period in the 
mid-1920’s. The complex gained some recent attention with an As- 
sociated Press story identifying the home as a site of a life-sized 
portrait of the former President done in jelly beans. 

Certainly any site which plays a significant role in the life of a 
U.S. President and which retains historically significant resources 
relating to that period is deserving of consideration for addition to 
our National Park System. In this instance, however, it is unclear 
what role this property played in former President Reagan’s life; 
nor is much known about its current condition and the condition 
of the resources located at this site. It is our understanding that 
no resource study of the home has been completed, as would nor- 
mally be the case and the bill fails to authorize one. 

Thanks to legislation you authored and we in the minority sup- 
ported, Mr. Chairman, current law directs that a resource study 
should be done before any new unit is added to the National Park 
System. In this instance such a study would provide critical infor- 
mation regarding this facility. We look forward to learning more 
about this particular site from the witnesses before us this morn- 
ing. 

[ The text of H.R. 400 follows:] 
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107th CONGRESS 
1st Session 


H. R. 400 


To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to establish the Ronald Reagan 
Boyhood Home National Historic Site, and for other purposes. 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

February 6, 2001 

Mr. Hastert introduced the following bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Resources 


A BILL 

To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to establish the 
Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home National Historic Site, 
and for other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 SECTION 1. RONALD REAGAN BOYHOOD HOME NATIONAL 

4 HISTORIC SITE. 

5 (a) Acquisition of Property. — A s soon as prac- 

6 tieable after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 

7 Secretary shall purchase with donated or appropriated 

8 funds, at fair market value and from a willing owner only, 

9 fee simple, unencumbered title to the Property and to any 
10 personal property related to the Property which the Sec- 


1 
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2 

1 rotary determines to be appropriate for the purposes of 

2 this Act. 

3 (b) Establishment oe Historic Site. — A fter the 

4 Property is acquired by the Secretary, the Secretary shall 

5 designate the Property as the Ronald Reagan Boyhood 

6 Home National Historic Site. 

7 (c) Map. — The Secretary shall ensure that a copy of 

8 the map referred to in subsection (f)(2) is on file and 

9 available for public inspection in the appropriate offices 

10 of the National Park Service. 

1 1 (d) Management of Historic Site. — 

12 (1) Cooperative agreement. — The Secretary 

13 shall enter into a cooperative agreement with the 

14 Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home Foundation for the 

15 management, operation, and use of the Historic Site. 

16 The cooperative agreement shall provide for the 

17 preservation of the Property in a manner that pre- 

18 serves the historical significance thereof and upon 

19 such terms and conditions as the Secretary considers 

20 necessary to protect the interests of the United 

21 States. 

22 (2) General management plan. — N ot later 

23 than 2 years after the date of the enactment of this 

24 Act, the Secretary, in consultation with the Ronald 

25 Reagan Boyhood Home Foundation, shall complete 
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1 a general management plan for the Historic Site 

2 that defines the role and responsibility of the Sec- 

3 retaiy with regard to the interpretation and the 

4 preservation of the Historic Site. 

5 (e) Applicability op Other Laws. — The Secretary 

6 shall administer the Historic Site in accordance with the 

7 provisions of this Act and the provisions of laws generally 

8 applicable to national historic sites, including the Act enti- 

9 tied “An Act to establish a National Park Sendee, and 

10 for other purposes”, approved August 25, 1916 (16 

11 U.S.C. 1-4), and the Act entitled “An Act to provide for 

12 the preservation of historic American sites, buildings, ob- 

13 jects and antiquities of national significance, and for other 

14 purposes”, approved August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461 et 

15 seq.). 

16 (f) Definitions. — For the purposes of this Act, the 

17 following definitions apply: 

18 (1) Historic site. — The term “Historic Site” 

19 means the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home National 

20 Historic Site. 

21 (2) Property. — The term “Property” means 

22 the property commonly known as the Ronald Reagan 

23 Boyhood Complex located in Dixon, Illinois, and 

24 identified on the map entitled “ ”, numbered 

25 , and dated , and all structures thereon. 
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1 (3) Secretary. — The term “Secretary’ 

2 the Secretary of the Interior. 

O 


means 
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Mrs. Christensen. Our third bill, H.R. 452 introduced by Chair- 
man Hansen, would authorize a memorial to former President 
Reagan on the National Mall here in Washington, D.C. President 
Reagan’s term in office was significant and a significant period in 
American history and there are many who believe that he deserves 
a memorial on our National Mall. As the Committee is well aware, 
however, H.R. 452 violates several critical provisions of the Com- 
memorative Works Act or CWA authored by our former colleague 
Bruce Vento and others and signed into law by President Reagan 
himself. In our view, the CWA framework, including the 25-year 
waiting period, has served the Mall, the public and those memorial- 
ized on the Mall very well. The fact that H.R. 452 would exempt 
this proposed memorial from the sound public policy requirements 
which apply to all other proposed additions to our National Mall 
is troubling. 

Furthermore, we are puzzled by the apparent haste to place this 
memorial on the Mall, given that significant honors have already 
been bestowed on our 40th President. The second largest Federal 
building in the country, as well as National Airport are named in 
his honor. In addition, just this past Sunday the $4 billion aircraft 
carrier RONALD REAGAN was christened, the first carrier ever 
named for a living President. There is little chance that the Amer- 
ican public will forget Ronald Reagan even if the statutory waiting 
period for a memorial to him on the Mall is respected. 

[The text of H.R. 452 follows:] 
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107th CONGRESS 
1st Session 


H. R. 452 


To authorize the establishment of a memorial to former President Ronald 
Reagan within the area in the District of Columbia referred to in the 
Commemorative Works Act as “Area I”, to provide for the design and 
construction of such memorial, and for other purposes. 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

February 6, 2001 

Mr. Hansen introduced the following bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Resources 


A BILL 

To authorize the establishment of a memorial to former 
President Ronald Reagan within the area in the District 
of Columbia referred to in the Commemorative Works 
Aet as “Area I”, to provide for the design and construc- 
tion of such memorial, and for other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

4 This Act may be cited as the “Ronald Reagan Memo- 

5 rial Act of 2001”. 

6 SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

7 The Congress finds the following: 


1 
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2 

1 (1) Ronald Reagan is an American hero deserv- 

2 ing of recognition by this and future generations of 

3 Americans and visitors from around the world. 

4 (2) As President, Ronald Reagan initiated poli- 

5 cies that won the Cold War, protected and restored 

6 freedom and democracy around the globe, lowered 

7 taxes on American citizens, tamed the economic 

8 threats of inflation and economic stagnation, and 

9 ushered in an unprecedented era of peace and pros- 

10 perity across the Nation, and his contributions merit 

1 1 permanent memorialization. 

12 (3) The legacies of Ronald Reagan include re- 

13 storing faith in our system of democracy and cap- 

14 italism, returning pride in being an American, and 

15 renewing the honor and decency of the American 

16 Presidency, and are deserving of national recogni- 

17 tion. 

18 (4) The contributions of former President Ron- 

19 aid Reagan, and his status as a preeminent twen- 

20 tieth-century American statesman and one of the 

21 greatest American Presidents, merit and require a 

22 permanent memorialization alongside the other great 

23 American leaders memorialized on the Mall in the 

24 District of Columbia. 
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1 SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF RONALD REAGAN MEMORIAL; 

2 LOCATION AND DESIGN. 

3 (a) Authorization op Ronald Reagan Memo- 

4 rial. — 

5 (1) In general. — The Ronald Reagan Memo- 

6 rial Commission is authorized to establish the Ron- 

7 aid Reagan Memorial in accordance 111111 this Act, 

8 on Federal lands administered by the National Park 

9 Service in the District of Columbia. 

10 (2) Location. — T he memorial shall be situated 

11 in a location that is — 

12 (A) recommended by the Ronald Reagan 

13 Memorial Commission; and 

14 (B) in the area on the Mall west of the 

15 Capitol and east of the Lincoln Memorial, and 

16 114111111 the area referred to in the Commemora- 

17 tive Works Act (40 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) as 

18 Area 1. 

19 (b) Duties op the Nation al Capit al Memorlvl 

20 Commission and the Secretary op the Interior. — 

21 The National Capital Memorial Commission and the Sec- 

22 retary of the Interior shall assist the members of the Ron- 

23 aid Reagan Memorial Commission — 

24 (1) in the preparation of a recommendation to 

25 the Congress of a permanent location for the memo- 

26 rial; and 
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1 (2) the selection of a design for the memorial 

2 and the grounds of the memorial. 

3 (c) Detail of Department of the Interior Em- 

4 ployees. — The Secretary of the Interior shall detail to 

5 the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission such support 

6 staff as are necessary to assist the members of the com- 

7 mission in carrying out its responsibilities. 

8 (d) Beginning of Process. — The Ronald Reagan 

9 Memorial Commission shall begin the process of recom- 

10 mending a location and selecting a design for the memorial 

11 no later than six months after the date of enactment of 

12 this Act, 

13 (e) Marker. — 

14 (1) In general. — The Secretary shall erect, at 

15 the site approved by the Congress for the memorial, 

16 a suitable marker designating the site as the “Fu- 

17 ture Site of the Ronald Reagan Memorial”. 

18 (2) Requirements. — The marker shall be — 

19 (A) installed by the Secretary no later than 

20 tin ■ee months after the date of the enactment of 

21 a law approving the location for the memorial; 

22 (B) no smaller than three feet square and 

23 constructed of durable material suitable to the 

24 outdoor environment; and 
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1 (C) maintained at the location by the Sec- 

2 retary until the memorial is completed, dedi- 

3 cated, and open to the public. 

4 (f) Relationship to the Commemorative Works 

5 Act. — Sections 3(c), 7(a)(2), and 8(a)(1) of the Com- 

6 memorative Works Act (40 U.S.C. 1003(c), 1007(a)(2), 

7 1008(a)(1)) shall not apply to the memorial. 

8 SEC. 4. RONALD REAGAN MEMORIAL COMMISSION. 

9 (a) Establishment. — There is established a com- 

10 mission, to be known as the Ronald Reagan Memorial 

1 1 Commission. The commission shall — 

12 (1) be comprised of — 

13 (A) the Chairman of the National Capital 

14 Memorial Commission; 

15 (B) one member appointed by the Speaker 

16 of the House of Representatives by no later 

17 than six months after the date of the enactment 

18 of this Act; and 

19 (C) one member appointed by the majority 

20 leader of the Senate by no later than six 

21 months after the date of the enactment of this 

22 Act; 

23 (2) be chaired by one of its members, to be des- 

24 ignated jointly by the Speaker of the House of Rep- 

25 resentatives and the majority leader of the Senate; 
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1 (3) meet no later than one month after its 

2 members are appointed, and at such other times as 

3 may be necessary; and 

4 (4) be exempt from the Federal Advisory Com- 

5 mittee Act (5 U.S.C. App.). 

6 (b) Duties. — The Ronald Reagan Memorial Com- 

7 mission shall — 

8 (1) raise necessary funds from private sector 

9 sources to design, construct, and maintain the me- 

10 morial; 

11 (2) in cooperation with the National Capital 

12 Memorial Commission and the Secretary of the Inte- 

13 rior, determine and recommend to the Congress a 

14 permanent location for the memorial; 

15 (3) select a design for the memorial from pro- 

16 posals solicited and accepted from qualified Amer- 

17 iean architects; and 

18 (4) issue a report to the Congress and the 

19 President on its activities every six months after its 

20 first meeting, and issue a final report to the Con- 

21 gress and the President, including a recommended 

22 location and final design for the memorial, no later 

23 than February 6, 2003. 

24 (c) Termination. — The commission shall terminate 

25 not later than 90 days after completion of the memorial. 


•HR 452 IH 



24 


7 

1 SEC. 5. DEFINITIONS. 

2 In this Act: 

3 (1) Memorial. — T he term “memorial” means 

4 the Ronald Reagan Memorial authorized by this Act. 

5 (2) Secretary. — T he term “Secretary” means 

6 the Secretary of the Interior. 

O 
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[Map of Commemorative Works Area 1 submitted for the record 
follows:] 
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Mrs. Christensen. Mr. Chairman, we join you in welcoming our 
witnesses to the hearing. We look forward to their input on the 
measures before the Subcommittee today and it is a special pleas- 
ure to welcome our colleague from the District, Congresswoman 
Eleanor Holmes Norton, to the Subcommittee this morning. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you. 

Any other opening statements? None on this side? 

Mr. Duncan. I have no opening statement, Mr. Chairman. I just 
want to congratulate you and Mrs. Christensen on your new posi- 
tions. I also say that I agree with your philosophy as expressed in 
your opening statement and I know you will provide great leader- 
ship for this Subcommittee. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Rahall? 

STATEMENT OF HON. NICK J. RAHALL, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA 

Mr. Rahall. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I likewise congratulate 
you as the new Chairman and Mrs. Christensen as the new rank- 
ing member of the Subcommittee and associate myself, Mr. Chair- 
man, with your words in commemoration of our late colleague, 
Bruce Vento, made during the beginning of today’s hearing. 

There are a number of concerns already expressed by the rank- 
ing member, that I have as well, with the pending legislation, 
H.R. 452. To be perfectly clear, these concerns have nothing to do 
with Ronald Reagan. For that matter, this bill could be about put- 
ting a monument on the Mall to one of America’s most loved char- 
acters, Mickey Mouse. Or it could be about a monument to Bill 
Clinton or any other individual that does not meet the statutory re- 
quirements; my concerns would be the same. 

The Mall is indeed America’s front yard. It is a very special place 
to Americans and for that reason there are stringent procedures 
governing whether additional monuments will be located in the 
area, there is a vetting process, if you will, that has to be followed 
before such monuments are put on the Mall. These procedures to 
which I refer and which have already been referred to by others on 
the Committee, are embodied in the Commemorative Works Act of 
1986, so ably and effectively ushered through the Congress by our 
late colleague Bruce Vento and signed into law, as it so happens, 
signed into law by President Ronald Reagan. 

So I guess I feel a sense of bemusement today, perhaps amuse- 
ment. The pending legislation seeks to run roughshod over this im- 
portant statute to achieve the goal of forcing a memorial to Ronald 
Reagan onto the Mall. For instance, the 1986 law prohibits memo- 
rials on the Mall until after the 25th anniversary of the honoree’s 
death. The purpose of that provision is to allow for enough time to 
allow a person to be judged within the proper historical perspec- 
tive, not the emotions of the moment, and that simply is not what 
is being done here. On the other hand, now that I think about it, 
it perhaps is applicable as there are those who hold that President 
Reagan’s policies in many respects were fatal to the country. 

But simply put, a memorial to one of our greatest Presidents, 
FDR, for example, was only recently constructed on the Mall. Vet- 
erans of World War II have had to wait 55 years and we are only 
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now moving forward with a memorial to their great achievements. 
So why should the process be any different for Ronald Reagan, re- 
gardless of how one views his contributions to our nation? There 
is a vetting process in place. Our veterans have had to go through 
that process before they can have their monument on the Mall. The 
FDR Memorial went through that process and now why throw that 
process out the window? 

Another bill that is the subject of today’s hearing would establish 
a Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home. Now that is certainly less objec- 
tionable. Certainly Congress has the right to determine whether it 
is in the public interest to designate national historic sites and in 
this regard there are many such designations relating to former 
Presidents, such as the Truman National Historic Site in Independ- 
ence, Missouri or the Garfield National Historic Park in Mentor, 
Ohio. 

So I would urge the supporters of the Reagan memorial bill to 
perhaps do some self-reflection and find some other means of dis- 
playing their additional, and well placed admiration for this former 
President. After all, as the ranking member has already said, we 
do have an airport, and we have a Federal building named after 
Ronald Reagan here in the nation’s capital. And certainly the Mall 
is no place with which to play politics. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you, Mr. Rahall. 

Mr. Kildee? 

STATEMENT OF HON. DALE KILDEE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MICHIGAN 

Mr. Kildee. Just briefly, I look forward to working with you, Mr. 
Chairman. You and I have been friends since you first arrived in 
Congress and you have never needed to attend a conference on 
civility; you came here with civility and I look forward to working 
with you. 

I want to associate myself with your remarks on my classmate 
and seatmate, Bruce Vento. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you very much. Let us proceed with our first 
panel. I do not believe that the Speaker is going to be able to get 
back over here. There are some activities occurring on the Floor we 
did not expect. But we do have our delegate from Washington, 
D.C., the Honorable Eleanor Holmes Norton. If you would join us? 
Welcome this morning and we will turn the time over to you. 

STATEMENT OF HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON, A 
DELEGATE IN CONGRESS FROM THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Ms. Norton. I appreciate the opportunity to make a few com- 
ments on the proposed memorial. I want to be clear that I do not 
appear this morning as a representative of my party. I am here as 
a fourth generation Washingtonian and as the member who rep- 
resents the people of the nation’s capital who for 200 years have 
been the keepers of the history of this city and the guardians of its 
precious monuments. Official Washington comes and goes and the 
framers meant there to be permanent residents here so that the 
continuity of history would not be lost. 

We particularly value the L’Enfant plan and all that the Con- 
gress and the National Capital Planning Commission have done to 
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respect that plan. That plan assures that the nation’s capital will 
remain what the founders intended and that is a planned city, 
making the city one of the great capitals in the world and one of 
the few truly planned cities. 

I want also to be clear that I have no quarrel and indeed very 
much appreciate the desire of Chairman Hansen to have a memo- 
rial for a President that is much beloved by many Americans on 
the Mall and in this city. Indeed Representative Hansen and I have 
worked together on a number of local projects affecting the capital 
city and he has always shown great respect for me and for the city 
and has always worked very amicably with me. I have a real fond- 
ness for the Chairman of this Committee. 

I do not come simply to ask you to respect the Commemorative 
Works Act. I also ask you to allow me to work with you to find an 
alternative site and to remind you that the 25-year waiting period 
applies only to the Mall and that there are many, many sites that 
are off the Mall that might be even more attractive. 

There are a number of reasons why the Commemorative Works 
Act require special treatment for the Mall. Before the 25-year wait- 
ing period was enacted the Mall was in danger of being quite over- 
whelmed with memorials. As we speak, this small centrally located 
patch of land would already be filled with memorials if the rules 
were not observed. 

The problem continues such that the National Capital Planning 
Commission has submitted a bill for a no-build area on the Mall 
itself and the reason for that is that while prior generations were 
restrained, had a special feeling for the Mall and were restrained, 
almost self-restrained, in coming forward to ask for memorials, our 
generation is gobbling up all the space on the Mall, a space meant 
for eternity. In one generation the Mall has become no longer a 
green space but already a series of memorials. 

The Senate passed the bill for a no-build area reserving space so 
that if there is a great American 200 years from now you will not 
find what you are now finding in some authoritarian countries. 
They have to tear down memorials in order to build memorials be- 
cause of overbuilding. We are trying to avoid that. 

I have no reason to doubt that a memorial to President Reagan 
would not be prejudiced if the proponents waited out the 25-year 
time frame and I want to submit to you a compelling precedent. 

In 1987 proponents came forward to ask for a memorial for one 
of the great martyrs of American history, Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr. The Democrats controlled the House then and the Senate and 
during all the 8 years afterwards that proponents of a King memo- 
rial came forward with great emotion to ask that an exception be 
made for this slain hero of American history but though the House 
was controlled by the Democrats, at no time was this bill passed 
until the 25th year had been reached. 

I want to serve notice to all in my party who see the House now 
almost controlled by Democrats and could become controlled by 
Democrats, who see 50/50 in the Senate and who see this prece- 
dent, I want to serve notice that I will lead the fight against any 
from my own party who say that if the Republicans can come for- 
ward, there’s no reason why the Democrats should not. 
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The Mall must have our respect. It must have the respect of his- 
tory and for future generations. What will they think of us when 
they look around and say that within a period of 30 years those 
folks used it all up. They thought their wars and their Presidents 
and their history were all there would ever be to American history. 

This memorial is proposed out of love and out of respect for 
former President Reagan. He was one of the most loved Presidents 
and is already among the most memorialized. We should be careful 
to respect Ronald Reagan’s considerable legacy by demonstrating 
confidence in the durability of his contributions, that they deserve 
respect for the rule of law that he showed and modesty, one of his 
notable characteristics, suggesting that like our greatest Presi- 
dents, Ronald Reagan would want to wait his time. Thank you very 
much, Mr. Chairman. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Norton follows:] 



30 


ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 


COMMITTEE ON 
TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

SUBCOMMITTEES 

AVIATION 

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. PUBLIC 
BUILDINGS, ANO EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT 


(ImtgresB of tlje IfTuftcO i>tat£s 
House of Bepresentatiuesi 
ilafiliingJon, S.CH. 2115 15 


COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT REFORM 

SUBCOMMITTEES 
RANK.: NO MINORITY MEMBER. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

CIVIL. SERVICE AND 
AGENCY ORGANIZATION 


Statement of Congresswoman Eleanor Holmes Norton 
Legislative Hearing on H.R. 452, the Ronald Reagan Memorial Act of 2001 
House Committee on Resources 

Subcommittee on National Parks, Recreation, and Public Lands 
March 8,2001 

Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the opportunity to comment on a proposed memorial on the 
Mall to former president Ronald Reagan. I want the capacity in which 1 appear this morning to 
be clear, however. I am not here as a representative of the minority party in the House. I have 
come today as a fourth generation Washingtonian and the Member who feels fortunate to 
represent the nation’s capital and her people. 

The founders of our country believed the capital should be set in a great city of permanent 
residents. Inevitably, because official Washington comes and goes, these residents and their 
representatives have been the keepers of the history of the nation’s capital and the guardians of 
its most precious monuments for 200 years. Representatives of the Mayor and the City Council 
sit on the National Capital Planning Commission, which consists largely of federal officials and 
was established by Congress to ensure the integrity of the original L’Enfant design assuring a 
carefully planned city that makes our capital unique in the world. 

1 can appreciate the desire and indeed have no quarrel with the sponsor of this bill, Rep. 

Jim Hansen, for a monument to Ronald Reagan. I believe my considerable history of working 
amicably with members of the Majority, including both Republican speakers and members and 
the leadership, is known among members. I very much appreciate that Mr. Hansen has worked 
closely with me on several local projects and has always treated me and. the District with respect. 

I want to work with Rep. Hansen and this subcommittee now. 

I am not simply asking the sponsor and this sub-committee to observe the 
Commemorative Works Act. I also am asking that you allow me to work with you to find an 
alternative site if you believe that a Reagan memorial apart from the Reagan National Airport 
and the Ronald Reagan Building and International Trade Center should be established here at this 
time. The 25 year time limit after a person’s death before placement of a memorial applies only 
to the Mall. 

There are a number of reasons why the Commemorative Works Act requires special 
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treatment for the Mall. Before the 25 year rule was established, this small open area was in 
danger of being overwhelmed with memorials. The Mall is a very small, centrally located area 
that would be filled with memorials already if the rules were not rigorously observed. Even so, 
the Mall already is so endangered that the three nonpartisan commissions chartered by Congress 
to protect the Mall and the capital’s monuments have been forced to submit a bill passed by the 
Senate but pending here to establish a "no build area" on the Mall. Groups of citizens are being 
forced into political guerilla warfare to win a position on the Mall. Quite simply, the Mall is in 
crisis. Prior generations were restrained in requests for memorials, but requests have accelerated 
in recent decades. Already, much of the Mall is no longer a mall at all but a series of memorials. 
Our generation is in danger of using up not only all the green space, but all the space on the Mall 
entirely. An important purpose of the waiting period required by the Commemorative Works 
Act is to prevent unintended selfishness of one generation of Americans apparent in recent years 
from leaving no space for future generations. No one intends this result but that is what is 
happening. 

Fortunately, a memorial for former President Reagan on the Mall will not be prejudiced 
by observance of the statutory time frame. The reason exceptions have not occurred is that no 
matter how compelling the person, Congress has insisted that the Act be respected. Although 
legislation to allow an exception for Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., considered a martyred hero by 
many Americans, was proposed in 1987, Congress did not approve a King memorial because it 
would have violated the Commemorative Works Act. Democrats controlled both Houses then 
and for the next eight years, during which the same measure was reintroduced each year. 
However, not until the 25 <h year during the 104 th Congress did Congress approve a memorial to 
Dr. King on the Mall. I believe that the precedent Congress set year after year when equally 
dedicated Americans clamored for a memorial for Dr. King should be followed now. My party 
already controls 50% of the Senate and might control the House before long. However, as the 
Member who represents the nation’s capital, 1 serve notice now that I will lead an effort against 
anyone in my own party who attempts to violate the Commemorative Works Act in the manner 
proposed by this bill. 

Democracies like our own do not rush ahead of history to memorialize their heroes quite 
simply because our memorials are based on love and respect. By contrast, authoritarian societies 
have very different traditions of early and multiple memorials even of living figures because 
these societies use memorials for propaganda purposes. Nothing could be further from the 
intentions or this bill or of other efforts to honor former President Reagan, one of the most loved 
presidents and already one of our most memorialized. We should be careful to respect Ronald 
Reagan’s considerable legacy by demonstrating confidence in the durability of his contributions 
that they deserve, respect for the rule of law that he showed, and modesty, one of his notable 
characteristics, suggesting that like our greatest Presidents, he would want to wait his time. 


2 
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The Honorable George Miller 
Ranking Member 
Committee on Resources 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Representatives Young and Miller: 
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Suite 301 

Washington, DC 20576 
tel 202 462-7200 
fax 202 462-7272 


I am writing to express our Commission’s deep concerns with regard to H.R. 4800, a bill that 
would authorize a memorial on the National Mall in Washington, D.C. to honor President 
Ronald Reagan. 

The Commission’s views are not in any way intended to be a reflection on the historical 
significance of President Reagan’s legacy or his impact on the nation. President Reagan may 
indeed be remembered as one of this country’s greatest presidents, well deserving of a prominent 
memorial in the heart of our Nation’s Capital. 


Rather, the Commission’s concerns relate solely to the statutory procedures for the establishment 
of new memorials under the Commemorative Works Act, which was passed by Congress and 
signed by President Reagan in 1986. This Act was intended to preserve the integrity of the 
comprehensive design of the L’Enfant and McMillan plans for the Nation’s Capital, while 
protecting and maintaining the limited amount of open space available on and around the Mall. 
In addition, by establishing criteria for the location and design of future memorials, the 
Commemorative Works Act was intended to de-politicize the process of memorializing 
individuals on the sacred grounds of our Nation’s Capital. 


The Commission is concerned that H.R. 4800 undermines the Commemorative Works Act, as 
well as federal policies issued pursuant to the Act, in three significant respects. First, one of the 
key provisions of the Commemorative Works Act states that a memorial to an individual “shall 
not be authorized” by Congress until at least 25 years after the death of such individual. The 
purpose of this provision was to ensure that the subject of any new memorial authorized on 
federal land in the Nation’s Capital is of lasting historical significance to the nation. This 25- 
year period provides for enough time to pass following an individual’s death for policymakers to 
gain an appropriate historical perspective on such individual’s impact on the nation - before 


Pi A l 


P I V A L PLANNING C O M M 1 S S I O 



33 


Honorable Don Young 
Honorable George Miller 
Page - Two 

permanently memorializing such individual. H.R. 4800 circumvents this 25-year waiting period, 
and, for the first time since the creation of the McMillan plan’s grand Monumental Core in 1902, 
authorizes a memorial to a living U.S. president. 

Second, H.R. 4800 directly conflicts with the policies of several federal agencies with regard to 
the location of new memorials on or near the Mall. In January 2000, our Commission, the 
Commission of Fine Arts (“CFA”), and the National Capital Memorial Commission (“NCMC”), 
in separate actions, adopted a Commemorative Zone policy creating a “Reserve” on the Mall 
where no new memorial sites would be approved. The intent of this Reserve is to protect the 
central cross-axes of the Mall, from the Lincoln Memorial to the U.S. Capitol and from Lafayette 
Park to the Jefferson Memorial, as well as to offer guidelines for the design integrity of the rest 
of the Monumental Core. Recognizing the importance of preserving these areas from the 
encroachment of new memorials, the Senate earlier this year passed a bill, S. 311, that would 
enact this Commemorative Zone policy into law. Nevertheless, H.R. 4800 would mandate that a 
new memorial be located on the Mall west of the U.S. Capitol and East of the Lincoln Memorial, 
directly in the area designated as the Reserve. 

Finally, H.R. 4800 sets aside the well-established process of review for new memorials in the 
Nation’s Capital under the Commemorative Works Act in favor of an entirely new and 
unprecedented procedure. The Commemorative Works Act requires that the location and design 
of any new memorial in the District undergo a process of review by the National Park Service or 
the General Services Administration (depending on where the memorial is located), and two 
federal commissions: the National Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine 
Arts. These commissions have permanent professional staffs with a long tradition of reviewing 
memorials and public buildings located in our Nation’s Capital. In addition, the 
Commemorative Works Act creates an advisory commission, the National Capital Memorial 
Commission, which consists of the heads of several federal agencies including the Commission 
and the CFA, to assist the Secretary of the Interior with regard to possible locations of new 
memorials in the District. H.R. 4800 would completely eliminate the role of the Commission 
and the CFA in the memorial review process. Instead, H.R. 4800 would establish a special new 
commission, the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission, to undertake the important task of siting 
and designing this new memorial in cooperation with the NCMC, an advisory body with no 
independent staff of its own. 
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Over the past 200 years, Washington’s Monumental Core has become one of the world’s finest 
examples of civic art. Its memorials, museums, and grand public spaces make Americans proud 
of their rich national heritage. The process articulated in the Commemorative Works Act has 
contributed to this heritage and successfully guided Congress and the federal government in the 
location and design of new memorials in our Nation’s Capital. The Commission believes that 
H.R. 4B00 establishes a precedent that would undermine this process and preclude the role of 
history in building our great symbols of national commemoration. 
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Mr. Hefley. Ms. Norton, I think this Committee should give spe- 
cial deference to people whose district the Federal Government is 
trying to place something and so we very much appreciate your 
comments today. 

I think you might in the future accompany your comments with 
simply a picture of the Gettysburg battlefield, which has been over- 
memorialized until the first time I went there I was very dis- 
appointed to see how many memorials were there. So I think your 
argument that we need to be very, very careful about how many 
memorials we have on the Mall is well placed. 

I have no questions. Mrs. Christensen? 

Mrs. Christensen. I have no questions, either. I think the testi- 
mony was not only very sensitive and insightful, as usual; it was 
very complete. No questions. Thanks. 

Mr. Hefley. Does anyone have questions? 

Thank you very much. 

Ms. Norton. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hefley. Let us go to panel number two: Mr. Richard Ring, 
associate director of Park Operations and Education, the National 
Park Service; Ms. Carolyn Brody, member of the Commission of 
Fine Arts for Washington; and Mr. Jimmy Dishner, Deputy Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Air Force for Installations. 

Jimmy, I have to say you and I have faced each other across 
these ways many times but not in this setting, so we are delighted 
to have you here today. 

We will be on the 5-minute rule. Your statements without objec- 
tion will be placed in their entirety in the record but if you could 
hold your comments to five minutes and then we will have ques- 
tions. 

So do you have an order you would like to go in? If not, we will 
start with you. 

STATEMENT OF RICHARD G. RING, ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR, 

PARK OPERATIONS AND EDUCATION, NATIONAL PARK 

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, WASHINGTON, D.C.; 

ACCOMPANIED BY SALLY BLUMENTHAL, DEPUTY REGIONAL 

DIRECTOR, NATIONAL CAPITAL REGION 

Mr. Ring. Mr. Chairman, my name is Dick Ring and I am the 
Associate Director for Operations and Education of the National 
Park Service. I am pleased to appear before you for the first time. 
This is my first hearing in this position. I spent the last eight and 
a half years as the Superintendent of Everglades National Park 
working on the ecosystem restoration efforts there. 

I am here to speak to you on all three bills this morning. I appre- 
ciate the opportunity to present the Department of the Interior’s 
position. I will summarize the testimony on each of the bills. 

On H.R. 107, while we believe that it is wholly appropriate for 
the National Park Service to undertake a study of this nature, the 
Administration recommends that the Committee defer action on 
H.R. 107 until they have been able to begin making progress on 
the President’s initiative to eliminate the National Park Service’s 
deferred maintenance backlog within five years. In most cases we 
would be seeking a temporary moratorium on new park unit des- 
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ignations or authorization of new studies so that we can focus on 
our existing resources, on taking care of what we now own. 

We also want to make sure that when completing previously 
authorized studies, we closely examine the costs of acquiring, re- 
storing, and operating a new unit of the National Park System. 

With regard to H.R. 400, which would authorize the Secretary of 
Interior to establish the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home and Na- 
tional Historic Site in Dixon, Illinois, in 1998 the Congress passed 
Public Law 105-391, the National Park Omnibus Management Act, 
which requires congressional authorization of areas to be studied 
for potential new units of the National Park System. The law also 
designates the criteria to be followed by the National Park Service 
in determining whether to recommend an area as a unit of the Na- 
tional Park System. 

We recognize the importance of the boyhood home of President 
Ronald Reagan and therefore appreciate the goal of H.R. 400. We 
suggest however that the Committee ensure that the intent of Con- 
gress as expressed in Public Law 105-391 is carried out by amend- 
ing the bill to authorize a study of the site to determine whether 
it conforms with the criteria of that law. Such a review will ensure 
that the continued expansion of the National Park System does not 
increase the backlog of deferred maintenance needs, among other 
things. We would be pleased to work with the Committee on fur- 
ther consideration of the bill. 

And finally, Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak to H.R. 452, to 
authorize the establishment of a memorial for former President 
Ronald Reagan within the area referred to as Commemorative 
Works Area 1 and provide for the design and construction of the 
memorial. 

While the department wholeheartedly supports recognizing 
former President Reagan’s significant contributions to the history 
of the United States, we believe that it is important that the estab- 
lishment of a memorial follow the well established process for au- 
thorizing memorials that is contained in the Commemorative 
Works Act of 1986. Following this process will provide the best op- 
portunity for soliciting public input and resolving any concerns re- 
garding the location or nature of the memorial. We therefore rec- 
ommend that Congress defer action on H.R. 452 until we have an 
opportunity to examine options that are consistent with the Com- 
memorative Works Act. 

That concludes the summary of my statement on the three bills 
and I would be pleased to take any questions. I would also like to 
introduce Sally Blumenthal, who is the Deputy Regional Director 
of the National Capital Region for Land Use and Land Use Coordi- 
nation and ask her to join me at the table to assist with any ques- 
tions. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Ring on H.R. 107 follows:] 

Statement of Richard G. Ring on H.R. 107 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to present the Department of the 
Interior’s views on H.R. 107. This bill would require that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior conduct a study to identify sites and resources associated with the cold war and 
to recommend alternatives for commemorating and interpreting that period of our 
nation’s history. 
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While we believe that it is wholly appropriate for the National Park Service to 
undertake a study of this nature, the Administration recommends that the Com- 
mittee defer action on H.R. 107 until we are able to begin making progress on the 
President’s Initiative to eliminate the National Park Service (NPS) deferred mainte- 
nance backlog within five years. We are generally seeking a temporary moratorium 
on new park unit designations or authorization of new studies so that we can focus 
existing resources on taking care of what we now own. We also want to make sure 
that, when completing previously authorized studies, we closely examine the costs 
of acquiring, restoring, and operating a potential new park unit. 

H.R. 107 would require the Secretary of the Interior to prepare a National His- 
toric Landmark theme study to identify sites and resources in the United States 
that are significant to the cold war. The bill specifically provides that the study con- 
sider the inventory of cold war resources that has been compiled by the Department 
of Defense and other historical studies and research on various types of military re- 
sources. H.R. 107 requires the study to include recommendations for commemo- 
rating these resources and for establishing cooperative arrangements with other en- 
tities. 

In addition to authorizing the theme study, H.R. 107 would require the Secretary 
to prepare and publish an interpretive handbook on the cold war and to disseminate 
information gathered through the study in other ways. The bill would also require 
the Secretary to establish a cold war Advisory Committee to consult on the study. 
H.R. 107 authorizes appropriations of $200,000 for these activities. 

The National Historic Landmarks program was established by the Act of August 
21, 1935, commonly known as the Historic Sites Act (16 U.S.C. 461 et. seq.) and 
is implemented according to 36 CFR Part 65. The program’s mission is to identify 
those places that best illustrate the themes, events, or persons that are nationally 
significant to the history of the United States and that retain a high degree of integ- 
rity. Potential national historic landmarks are often identified through "theme 
studies" such as the one that would be authorized by H.R. 107. 

For example, last year the National Park Service completed and transmitted to 
Congress a National Historic Landmark theme study on the history of racial deseg- 
regation of public schools, which was authorized by Public Law 105-356, the Act 
that established the Little Rock Central High School National Historic Site. Federal, 
state, and local officials across the country are now using this study to identify and 
evaluate the significance of numerous properties. So far, properties in nine states 
and the District of Columbia have been recommended for consideration as national 
historic landmarks. Currently the National Park Service is conducting several other 
theme studies, including one related to the history of the labor movement, another 
on the earliest inhabitants of North America, and another on sites associated with 
Japanese Americans. 

At the moment, the history of the cold war has some presence in the National 
Park System and on the two lists of historic sites maintained by the National Park 
Service. The National Park System includes one unit related to the cold war, the 
Minuteman Missile National Historic Site in South Dakota, which Congress estab- 
lished two years ago to preserve and interpret the role of Intercontinental Ballistic 
Missiles in our nation’s defense system. 

Out of 2,329 designated national historic landmarks, five recognize civilian or 
military aspects of cold war history, and out of more than 72,000 listings on the Na- 
tional Register of Historic Places, 17 (including the five landmarks) are related to 
the cold war. The relatively small number of recognized sites is due in large part 
to the fact that the cold war has only recently been viewed as history. With or with- 
out a theme study, these numbers would likely increase over time, and the Depart- 
ment of Defense could take steps on its own to identify these sites. 

In addition to our general concern that a new study is not appropriate at this 
time, we have a technical concern with Section 3, which provides for the establish- 
ment of an advisory committee to consult with on the study. In our view, such a 
committee is unnecessary and, because of the legal requirements of the Federal Ad- 
visory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.), would add greatly to the cost of a study and 
time required to complete it. 

National Historic Landmark program regulations already require consultation 
with Federal, state, and local governments; national and statewide associations; and 
a variety of other interested parties. Through partnering with a national historical 
organization, using a peer-review process, and consulting with appropriate subject 
experts as well as the general public, the National Park Service would ensure that 
the broadest historical perspectives are represented in any study it undertakes. 

In addition, we have been informed by the Department of Justice that the provi- 
sions of the bill that would require the Secretary of the Interior to make rec- 
ommendations to Congress concerning Federal protection for cold war sites appear 
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to violate the Recommendations Clause of the Constitution, which reserves to the 
President the power to decide whether it is necessary or expedient for the executive 
branch to make legislative policy recommendations to the Congress. At such time 
when further consideration of the bill is appropriate, the Administration will be 
pleased to provide language to remedy the bill’s constitutional defects. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my statement. I would be pleased to answer any 
questions you or other members of the Subcommittee may have. 


[The prepared statement of Mr. Ring on H.R.400 follows:] 

Statement of Richard G. Ring on H.R. 400 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to testify on H.R. 400, a bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary to establish the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home National His- 
toric Site in Dixon, Illinois. The Department supports the effort to honor the boy- 
hood home of former President Reagan. 

H.R. 400 would authorize the Secretary of the Interior to establish the Ronald 
Reagan Boyhood Home National Historic Site in Dixon, Illinois. It also would re- 
quire the Secretary to enter into a cooperative agreement with the Ronald Reagan 
Boyhood Home Foundation for the purpose of operating, maintaining, and using the 
Historic Site. 

In 1998, Congress passed Public Law 105-391, the National Parks Omnibus Man- 
agement Act of 1998, which requires congressional authorization of areas to be stud- 
ied for potential new units of the National Park System. The law also designates 
the criteria to be followed by the National Park Service in determining whether to 
recommend an area as a unit of the National Park System. We recognize the impor- 
tance of the boyhood home of President Ronald Reagan and therefore appreciate the 
goals of H.R. 400. We suggest, however, that the Committee ensure that the intent 
of Congress, as expressed in Public Law 105-391, is carried out by amending the 
bill to authorize a study of the site to determine whether it conforms to the criteria 
of Public Law 105-391. Such a review will ensure that the continued expansion of 
the National Park System does not increase the backlog of deferred maintenance 
needs. 

With respect to historical sites, the studies do not only look at whether the event 
or person associated with the site was historically significant. They also look at the 
integrity of the buildings, and other factors, such as whether there are other sites 
that might more appropriately tell the story associated with a particular site. 

The National Park system consists of many previous residences of former Presi- 
dents. However, there are also many residences of former Presidents that are not 
part of the system. A study would look at whether the Federal Government is the 
most appropriate entity to manage the site. Some sites are managed by other enti- 
ties, such as state governments and private foundations. Conducting a professional 
study also allows Congress to be sure it is protecting an area that meets the criteria 
of the National Park System. 

A study also would look at the management structure contemplated by the bill. 
As written, the bill calls for the site to be managed through a partnership between 
the Reagan Boyhood Home Foundation and the National Park Service. If this is the 
best management structure for the park unit, it should be endorsed by a study. 

Finally, a study will enable the Park Service and the Congress to identify the 
costs in acquiring, restoring, and operating a potential site. Such a review is impor- 
tant if we are to gain control of the deferred maintenance backlog and eliminate it 
within five years, as the President’s Initiative seeks to do. In most cases, we are 
seeking a temporary moratorium on new park unit designations or new studies on 
potential designations, so that we can focus existing resources on taking care of 
what we now own. In this case, however, we recognize the potential significance of 
this site and would support an authorization of a new study. 

We would be pleased to work with the committee on further consideration of this 
bill. This concludes my testimony. I would be happy to answer any of your ques- 
tions. 


[The prepared statement of Mr. Ring on H.R. 452 follows:] 

Statement of Richard G. Ring on H.R. 452 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for the opportunity to present the Department of the 
Interior’s views on H.R. 452, to authorize the establishment of a memorial to former 
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President Ronald Reagan within the area referred to in the Commemorative Works 
Act as Area I and to provide for the design and construction of the memorial. 

While the Department wholeheartedly supports recognizing former President Ron- 
ald Reagan’s significant contributions to the history of the United States, we believe 
that it is important that the establishment of a memorial follow the well-established 
process for authorizing memorials that is contained in the Commemorative Works 
Act of 1986. Following this process will provide the best opportunity for soliciting 
public input and resolving any concerns regarding the location or nature of the me- 
morial. We therefore recommend that Congress defer action on H.R. 452 until we 
have an opportunity to examine options that are consistent with the Commemora- 
tive Works Act. 

H.R. 452 would establish the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission to plan for 
a memorial to former President Reagan on the Mall, somewhere between the Cap- 
itol and the Lincoln Memorial. The Commission, which would consist of the Chair- 
man of the National Capital Memorial Commission, a member appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, and a member appointed by the Majority Leader of the Sen- 
ate, would receive assistance from the National Capital Memorial Commission and 
the Secretary of the Interior, including staff from the Department who would be de- 
tailed to the Commission. 

The Commission would be required to recommend to Congress a location and final 
design for the memorial no later than February 6, 2003. This panel would also be 
responsible for raising funds from the private sector for the design, construction and 
maintenance of the memorial. Three sections of the Commemorative Works Act 
would be waived by this bill. 

The Commemorative Works Act of 1986, which guides the process for establishing 
monuments in the Nation’s Capital, was enacted during the Reagan Administration 
following what some characterized as monumental chaos over the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial, which was dedicated in 1982. At that time, Congress was frustrated by 
the lack of guidelines for the subject matter, siting, and design of memorials, and 
the lack of a public process. Congress and the Department worked together to study 
the process, delineate responsibilities and define procedures. Through passage of the 
Commemorative Works Act, Congress established the process that, today, ensures 
memorials in the Capital are erected on the most appropriate sites in the Federal 
City and are of a caliber in design that is worthy of their historically significant sub- 
jects. 

The Commemorative Works Act envisions a two-step legislative process for estab- 
lishing a memorial in Area I: first, enactment of legislation that authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to plan for a memorial without naming a specific site; and if, 
through that process, the Secretary recommends siting the memorial in Area I, en- 
actment of a second piece of legislation that authorizes construction of the memorial. 
The idea of the two-step process was to protect the Mall the heart of the commemo- 
rative landscape of the Nation’s Capital by ensuring that a decision to construct a 
new memorial there would not be made until the Executive branch had conducted 
an orderly, deliberate process on siting and design. However, H.R. 452, the initial 
bill for the Reagan memorial, would require this memorial to be sited on the Mall. 
The Department supports the process established in the Commemorative Works Act. 
We believe it is appropriate to apply a similar process to the selection of a site for 
a Ronald Reagan memorial and for design of the memorial. 

Under the process established by the Commemorative Works Act, the National 
Capital Planning Commission, as the planning entity for all Federal projects in the 
Nation’s Capital, and the Commission of Fine Arts, as an advisor on public improve- 
ments, location, and execution of public sculptures, play critical roles in the site se- 
lection and design processes. We believe that the expertise offered and the approvals 
required by those entities as well as the process for gaining approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior or the Administrator of the General Services Administration, 
as provided for in the Commemorative Works Act, has resulted in one of the most 
beautiful cities in the world. 

We also support the provisions of the Commemorative Works Act that enable us 
to gain a historical perspective on memorial subjects before a memorial is designed. 
The Act prohibits the authorization of a memorial to an event, individual, or group 
before the 25th anniversary of the event or the death of the individual or the death 
of the last surviving member of the group. The premise behind the 25-year stipula- 
tion is that succeeding generations can often provide a more objective viewpoint 
when evaluating the most appropriate way to honor people of historical significance 
or historical events. Notable among the many bills introduced in Congress since the 
formulation of standards set by the Commemorative Works Act were several to me- 
morialize Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. The first such bill, introduced in 1987, ex- 
empted this 25-year period, and the legislation lapsed. Although successive meas- 
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ures were introduced for the next 8 years, Congress intentionally withheld action 
on a memorial for Dr. King until the 104th Congress, 25 years after the tragic oc- 
currence of his death. Former President Reagan is a man who follows the rules, and 
we believe that he is better honored by following the processes set forth in the Com- 
memorative Works Act, which he signed into law as President. 

In addition, the Commemorative Works Act provides the American people with 
the opportunity to be involved in decisions about how historical events and persons 
will be honored in the Nation’s Capital by providing for public involvement in the 
siting and design of the memorials. H.R. 452 does not contain provisions for any 
such public involvement in the Ronald Reagan memorial, and it specifically exempts 
the three-member Commission from the public involvement processes required by 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act. 

By requiring a recommendation to Congress on siting and design of the memorial 
by February 6, 2003, H.R. 452 also places a far more difficult deadline on the Ron- 
ald Reagan Memorial Commission than under the Commemorative Works Act, 
which provides 7 years to reach a decision on siting and design of a memorial. The 
average amount of time for site selection and design process for a major Capital me- 
morial is 4—6 years after authorizing legislation is enacted. 

Moreover, we have been informed by the Department of Justice that section 
3(a)(2) of H.R. 452 raises certain constitutional concerns and appears to be incon- 
sistent with other provisions of the bill. At such time when further consideration 
of the bill is appropriate, the Administration will be pleased to provide language to 
remedy the bill’s constitutional defects. 

In addition to our concerns that, under H.R. 452, the Ronald Reagan memorial 
would not have the advantage of going through the well-thought-out process estab- 
lished by the Commemorative Works Act, we also are concerned about the require- 
ment that the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission raise all of the necessary funds 
from private sector sources to design, construct, and maintain the memorial. Other 
Presidential memorials, such as the Lincoln and Jefferson Memorials, the Wash- 
ington Monument, the John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts, and the 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt Memorial, have all been constructed and maintained at 
least partly with Federal funds. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my statement. I would be pleased to answer any 
questions you or other members of the Subcommittee may have. 


[Responses to questions submitted for the record follow:] 
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United States Department of the Interior 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D.C. 20240 


MAY 23 2001 


Honorable Joel Hefley 
Chairman 

Subcommittee on National Parks, Recreation, 
and Public Lands 
Committee on Resources 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 205 1 5 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Enclosed are the responses of the Department of the Interior to questions submitted to us 
in writing following the March 8, 2001, hearing on three bills: H.R. 107, authorizing a 
study of sites and resources related to the Cold War; H.R. 400, establishing the Ronald 
Reagan Boyhood Home National Historic Site; and H.R. 452, authorizing a memorial to 
former President Reagan on the Mall. We regret the delay in our response. 

Also enclosed is a list of all of the memorials currently built in or authorized to be built in 
Area I, as requested by Representative Solis during the hearing. 

We appreciate having the opportunity to provide this information to the Subcommittee. 



Enclosures 


cc: Honorable Donna M. Christensen 
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Responses to Questions from Hearing on March 8, 2001 
Subcommittee on National Parks, Recreation, and Public Lands 
House Committee on Resources 


Genera / 

1) The Administration recommended (1) deferring action on the bill until progress is 
made on the NPS maintenance backlog, and (2) a temporary moratorium on new park 
unit designations or authorizations of new studies. 

What is the specific time period the Administration has in mind for the following 
terms: 

1) " ...defer action..." 

2) “...until we begin progress on the backlog... ’’ 

3) " ...temporary moratorium .. ” 

Response: Although the Administration supported a moratorium on new studies in March, 
the Administration is refining its general policy position on studies. The Administration 
will develop its position on legislation authorizing new studies on a case-by-case basis as 
it has in the past, however, the Administration will not consider requesting funding for 
any new studies in this or the next fiscal year. In order to better plan for the future of our 
national parks, the Administration believes that any such studies should carefully examine 
the full life cycle operation and maintenance costs that would result from each alternative 
considered. 

With respect to new designations of National Park units and Heritage Areas, Wild and 
Scenic Rivers, National Trails System additions, and other affiliated areas that do not 
result in the creation of new National Park units, the Administration generally will 
recommend that action be deferred on this type of legislation during this session of 
Congress so that the National Park Service is able to make further progress on the 
President’s Initiative to eliminate the deferred maintenance backlog. The Administration 
will evaluate its progress on fulfilling this commitment during the second session of the 
1 07"' Congress. 

2) Will the Administration oppose all bills for the balance of the 107"' Congress that 
authorize a NPS study? 

Response; The Administration is refining its general policy position on studies that was 
presented in the hearing. The Administration will develop its position on legislation on a 
case-by-case basis as it has in the past, but the Administration will not consider 
requesting funding for any new studies in this or the next fiscal year. 
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Questions on H.R. 107 

1) The Service stated its concern with the establishment of the Cold War Advisory 
Committee, and its requirements under the Federal Advisory Committee Act. 

Would the Service support the bill should the Advisory Committee be removed? 

Response : If the Advisory Committee were to be deleted, the main substantive concern 
that the National Park Service has with the bill would be resolved If the bill were so 
amended, and because the bill requires that the study should estimate the full costs of each 
recommendation, the Administration would have no objection to H R. 107, However, 
the Administration will not request funding for this study in this or the next fiscal year. 

2) The Service stated that the Department of Justice said the hill violates the 

Recommendations Clause of the Constitution. " 

What specifically does this mean in terms of the bill? 

Res ponse : The Department of Justice has informally advised us that Section (l)(b) raises 
a constitutional concern. Section (l)(b) specifies that the study authorized by H.R. 107 
shall include recommendations for commemorating and interpreting sites and resources 
identified in the study, including sites for which studies for potential inclusion in the 
National Park System should be authorized by Congress. 

The Recommendations Clause of the Constitution provides that the President “shall from 
time to time... recommend to [Congress]., such Measures as he shall judge necessary and 
expedient.” [U S. Const. Art. II, Sec. 3], Legislation that requires the President or his 
subordinates to submit legislative policy recommendations to the Congress infringes on 
powers reserved to the President, because this clause includes the power to decline to 
offer any recommendation if, in the President’s judgment, it is unnecessary or inexpedient 
to do so. 

This concern could be addressed by revising Section ( 1 )(b) to read, “To the extent that the 
Secretary deems it appropriate, the study shall include. . .” 


Questions on H.R. 400 

1) The Service recommended the bill be amended to authorize a study prior to 
purchasing any property for the Boyhood Home National Historic Site. 

Should the subcommittee add study language, would the Administration support 
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the legislation? If yes, how would you reconcile that position with the 
Administration's preference to see a moratorium on any bill authorizing a study? 

EssR.on.se: 

On April 26, 2001, the subcommittee amended H.R. 400 to authorize a study of this site, 
rather than to establish it as a new unit of the National Park System. The bill, so amended, 
is consistent with the principle that new area studies of proposed additions to the National 
Park System are the best means to guarantee that sites meet the criteria of the System and 
the Administration's belief that such studies should be conducted before sites are 
established as units of the System. Accordingly, the Administration supports H.R. 400, as 
amended by the subcommittee. 

Since the March hearing, the Administration has re-evaluated its general policy towards 
new area studies and will develop its position on legislation authorizing new studies on a 
case-by-case basis. We believe that, in this matter, a new area study of this site is 
appropriate. Many former presidents are represented in the System, and it is very likely 
that, at some point in the future, the Administration and Congress will want to consider 
establishing a unit that commemorates the life of former President Reagan. A new area 
study of this site would start the process of determining where and how it might be 
appropriate to have former President Reagan represented in the System. 

2) The Service alluded to the proposed management structure between the Ronald 
Reagan Boyhood Home Foundation and the National Park Service. 

What, if any, concern does the Service have with the way the bill structures the 
operation of the boyhood site once it were to become a National Historic Site? 

Response : The operational structure proposed by the bill varies from the typical 
operational structure for a park unit, although it is not unique. However, until a study is 
conducted, we cannot make a determination as lo whether the proposed operational 
structure is the most appropriate one for this site. One of the benefits of studying an area 
before it is made a unitis that the study provides information onhow authorization 
language, if determined appropriate, should be drafted. 

2) Has the Service conducted its survey under the National Parks and Recreation Act of 
1978, as amended, (16U.S.C 467(b)) of sites that exhibit qualities most appropriate 
for the commemoration of each former President of the United States? If yes, did it 
include the Reagan Boyhood Home in Dixon, Illinois? If no, why? 

Response : We believe the law that the question refers to is Public Law 96-199, signed 
into law on March 5, 1980. The law directed the National Park Service to study sites that 
commemorate former presidents. The Department of the Interior interpreted this law as 
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requiring a survey of sites commemorating individuals who were former presidents as of 
the effective date of the law. The survey was transmitted to Congress on August 1 8, 
1982. As President Reagan did not take office until 1981, sites associated with his life are 
not included in the survey. However, the information compiled for this survey included, 
as a footnote, a list of properties associated with then President Reagan that possess 
historical designations, one of which is the boyhood home in Dixon, Illinois. 


Q uestions on H.R. 452 

1) The Service slated that the Department of Justice had concern with section 3(a)(2) of 
the bill, which addressed the authorization of the memorial and its location. 

What specifically is the Justice Department 's concern? 

Response : The Department of Justice has informally advised us of a concern with Section 
3(a)(2). This section provides that the memorial shall be situated tn a location that is 
recommended by the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission. If this means that the 
commission is to make a binding determination of the memorial’s location, the commission 
could be viewed as exercising significant authority pursuant to the laws of the United 
States, such that its members would have to be Officers of the United States whose 
appointment must comply with the Appointments Clause [U S. Const., Art, II, Sec. 2, Cl. 

2] , If this is the case, the bill raises concerns because members of the commission would 
not be appointed in accordance with Appointments Clause requirements. 

Other provisions of the bill — specifically Sections 3(b)( 1 ), 3(d), 3(e)( 1 ), and 
4(b)(2) — make it reasonably clear that the commission’s authority would extend no further 
than recommending to Congress the location of the memorial and that the Commission’s 
recommendation would have no binding effect upon the Executive Branch until the 
recommended location is approved by Congress. 

This concern could be addressed by revising Section 3(a)(2) to say that the memorial shall 
be situated in a location chosen by Congress through legislation after considering the 
commission’s recommendation. However, we note that this change alone would not 
address other concerns the Administration has regarding H.R. 452 overriding the 
Commemorative Works Act . 

2) The Service staled its concern that the bill does not contain any opportunity for 
public involvement in the Reagan Memorial process. 

Does the Service not believe that involving the National Capital Memorial 
Commission constitutes public participation ? 
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Response: H R. 452 designates the National Capital Memorial Commission (NCMC) 
chairman as a member of the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission, but it does not 
provide for participation by the full NCMC. Therefore, the NCMC would not be 
operating in its usual role as the forum in which there is public participation through open 
meetings. 

Although H.R. 452 does not prohibit the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission from 
seeking public participation, it does not require any such step. The bill foregoes the public 
participation that would normally exist in the decision making for a memorial in Area I 
because it bypasses review not only by the NCMC, but also by the Commission on Fine 
Arts and the National Capital Planning Commission. In addition, the bill exempts the 
Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission from the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
provisions which guarantee the opportunity for public participation. 

3) The Service slated its concern with the financing arrangement for the Reagan 
Memorial. 

Does the Administration oppose private financing for the construction of the 
memorial? If so, why? 

Response : The Administration does not oppose private financing for the construction of a 
Reagan Memorial. However, the bill requires the Ronald Reagan Memorial Commission 
to “raise necessary funds to design, construct, and maintain” the memorial. With the 
exception of the relatively modest Lyndon Baines Johnson memorial, the presidential 
memorials in the Nation’s Capital have been funded at least partly with Federal funds, 

4) Should Congress amend the "25 year wailing period " of ihe Commemorative Works 

Act to read "... until after 25 years after the death of ihe individual, or after he/she 
leaves office, ” would the Administration then support the legislation ? 

Response : 

If Congress were to amend the Commemorative Works Act to allow the 25-year rule to 
apply to the period of time after an individual leaves office, some of our main concerns 
with H.R. 452 would still not be addressed by such an amendment. The bill would 
continue to override other aspects of the Commemorative Works Act by requiring that the 
memorial be located on the Mall at the beginning of the process rather than in a 
subsequent Act of Congress and bypassing review of the design and siting by the NCMC, 
the Commission on Fine Arts, and the National Capital Planning Commission. 
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Mr. Hefley. Mrs. Brody? 

STATEMENT OF CAROLYN BRODY, MEMBER, COMMISSION OF 
FINE ARTS, WASHINGTON, D.C. 

Ms. Brody. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Commission of Fine Arts has submitted its written testi- 
mony. What I would like to do here is to highlight our major areas 
of concern on H.R. 452 and then speak briefly about several spe- 
cific provisions of the legislation. 

The Commission of Fine Arts is charged by Congress with the re- 
sponsibility to review and approve the site and design of memorials 
proposed for the nation’s capital and it is one of our most serious 
responsibilities. In our work we are guided by another act of Con- 
gress, the Commemorative Works Act enacted in 1986 precisely to 
establish a structure and process to govern decisions about the 
siting and design of memorials. This Act mandates not only that 
expertise in planning, design and architecture is brought to bear 
but equally important, that there is a full participation in delibera- 
tion. 

The bill before you today, H.R. 452, contains three exemptions to 
the Commemorative Works Act which are of great concern to the 
Commission of Fine Arts. The bill mandates the site location in 
Area 1, which is also known as the monumental core. As you have 
heard, it is the area that is most sensitive to the location of memo- 
rials. We share the concern of many about the continuing pressure 
to erect memorials on the Mall. 

The Commemorative Works Act, in fact, mandates a two-step 
legislative process for any Area 1 memorial and allows an Area 1 
location only if the subject is of preeminent historical and lasting 
significance to the nation. This bill does not follow the two-step leg- 
islative process. 

The second exemption of concern to us relates to the Commemo- 
rative Works Act provision that allows commemorative work to be 
authorized only after the 25th anniversary of the event or the 
death of the individual. This moratorium has ensured that the pas- 
sage of time confirms the lasting and historical significance of the 
event or individual and it is this provision in the face of an increas- 
ing number of memorial requests that helps to ensure that the rea- 
son for the memorial does stand the test of time. 

The standard, as you have heard, was most recently put to a test 
in the Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial when Congress, after sev- 
eral entreaties in various Congresses, held to the 25th anniversary. 

The third exemption in H.R. 452 of concern to us relates to proc- 
ess. Congress has put into place through the Commemorative 
Works Act a process for approving the site and design of memo- 
rials. The Commission of Fine Arts, along with the National Cap- 
ital Planning Commission, play key roles in this approval process. 
We are specifically required to approve the design and the site. 
This is a process which has been thoughtfully laid out by Congress 
and has proven a most effective way to guide memorializations. 
H.R. 452 removes the Commission of Fine Arts and NCPC from 
this approval process. 

I would like to just quickly call your attention to several specific 
provisions in the proposed legislation which have also raised con- 
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cerns with us. Section 4 establishes the Ronald Reagan Memorial 
Commission to be comprised of only three members. It charges 
them with enormous amounts of work — raising funds and selecting 
a design — that even with a strong staff would be especially oner- 
ous. The commission is required to produce a report on the site and 
design selection by February 2003, which is an extremely abbre- 
viated time frame, as we have all seen, given our experience with 
other memorials, and probably unlikely to be achieved. 

And lastly, Section 4(a) goes on to exempt the commission from 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act, which means that it would 
allow deliberations out of the public eye if the commission so choos- 
es. We have learned that in the end, open sessions and full public 
participation are important to any memorialization process and 
given President Reagan’s extraordinarily public appeal, it seems es- 
pecially at odds to exclude the public in this memorialization. 

I would like to conclude finally by saying that Congress has 
taken great care in giving life to the Commemorative Works Act to 
guide the memorialization process. The Commission of Fine Arts 
feels privileged to have the responsibility that Congress has placed 
in us and it is our strongest recommendation to restore to H.R. 452 
the provisions of the Commemorative Works Act and its partici- 
pating agencies in this worthy endeavor to honor President 
Reagan. Thank you very much. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Brody follows:] 
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Statement of Carolyn Brody, Member, Commission of Fine Arts, 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee: 

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before you today to present the views 
of the Commission of Fine Arts on HR 452. 

Congress has charged the Commission of Fine Arts with the responsibility to 
review and approve the site and design of memorials proposed to be erected in our 
Nation’s Capital. From July 1911 when we recommended the Potomac Park site for 
the Lincoln Memorial through our current efforts on behalf of the nation, this subject 
has been one of the most compelling and recurring issues faced by die Commission. 
As was the case dien, die design and location of memorials continues to be a subject 
that the Commission takes very seriously. We have worked with diligence and 
commitment to discharge that responsibility to ensure that our nation’s memorials 
contribute to the beauty and history of the Nation and its Capital as well as serve as 
a full and proper tribute for those Americans and events that are memorialized. 

Owing perhaps to the resounding success of the Vietnam Memorial, the Park 
Service began to be besieged with proposals for memorials on the Mall, almost 
without exception representing worthy causes. Fortunately, in 1986, Congress acted 
decisively to establish a structure and process that governs decisions about the siting 
and design of memorials. The Commemorative Works Act sets forth clear principles 
to ensure that decisions about memorials are made with the deliberation and care 
commensurate with the irrevocable impact that they have on our Capital. The Act 
mandates not only that expertise in planning, design and architecture is brought to 
bear but equally important that there is full public participation and deliberation. 

In particular, Congress showed great foresight in requiring two legislative 
approvals to protect the monumental core, generally referred to as Area 1, and in the 
requirement that no memorial be authorized before the 25 th anniversary of the event 
or of the death of the individual. Taken together, these provisions of the 
Commemorative Works Act preserve and conserve the most sensitive commemorative 
landscapes in the Capital. They help guarantee that we site and design memorials in 
a manner that pays full respect to the perspective that only history and time can 
provide to us. 

Specifically, The Commission of Fine Arts shares the concerns of many about 
the continuing pressure to erect memorials on the Mall. The Commission also 
questions enacting legislation that would circumvent provisions of the act which 
clearly specify that individuals honored with a memorial must be deceased for a 
period of at least twenty-five years. This moratorium permits all of us to honor the 
memory of the individual as we look back and weigh his or her contribution to the 
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nation. This provision was an important factor in the establishment of the Martin 
Luther King, Jr. Memorial. For example, it withheld action in four Congresses on 
legislation that would have waived the 25* anniversary requirement as it applied to 
the memorial to pay honor to Dr. Martin Luther King. 

Congress has taken great care in giving life to the Commemorative Works Act, 
which has proven a most effective way to guide memorializations in Washington. 
Each member of the Commission of Fine Arts feels privileged to have the 
responsibility that Congress has placed in us. We therefore recommend that Congress 
defer action on H.R. 452 until we have an opportunity to examine options that are 
consistent with the Commemorative Works Act. 

Thank you again for your careful consideration of our views. I would be glad 
to address any questions that you might have. 


2 



51 


Mr. Hefley. Thank you, Ms. Brody. 

Mr. Dishner? 

STATEMENT OF JIMMY DISHNER, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SEC- 
RETARY OF THE AIR FORCE (INSTALLATIONS), THE PEN- 
TAGON, ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 

Mr. Dishner. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. May I start off by say- 
ing congratulations to you on this Chairmanship. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you. 

Mr. Dishner. It was an honor for the Air Force and for me per- 
sonally to testify many years before you in the House Armed Serv- 
ices Committee and we look forward to working with you on any- 
thing in the Resource, National Parks, Recreation and Public 
Lands, Mr. Chairman. 

As far as H.R. 107, the Air Force would defer to the Administra- 
tion’s position as articulated by the Department of Interior. I would 
like to share with you, however, some of the things that the Air 
Force has done starting in late 1989, 1990, 1991 through the Leg- 
acy program, which was funded to begin to look at those Cold War 
structures, events, memorializations of things that mean so much 
to all of us, a majority of which have been created from the Cold 
War for 11 years. Here we are talking about history in the short 
period of 11 years, but we should be and we should be looking at 
those things because, as you and I worked on the other Committee, 
the maintenance of those needs to be done on a timely basis; other- 
wise the significance would lose their value quite rapidly. 

We have done over 100, 103 I believe the number is, of what we 
call Legacy studies, starting in 1991. These Legacy studies looked 
at a variety of Cold War relics and Cold War buildings, airfields, 
pave paws up in the dew line, Alice White. Those terms I know are 
familiar to you, Mr. Chairman. And those studies were completed, 
looked at. Some were discarded as not being of significance, of not 
actually adding to the story that we think America would want to 
have told to our great-grandchildren and their great-grandchildren 
as to what was this period of time that our nation went through. 

The Air Force has currently 12 national historical landmarks al- 
ready. Some, and I will just mention a few of them — Huffman 
Field, which is that dirt strip out at Wright Patterson, very, very 
significant in the Cold War, to Hickham in Hawaii, to Hanger 9 at 
Brooks Air Force Base, which is a wonderful facility. Cape Canav- 
eral Air Force Station, which is obviously being used even as we 
speak today. And Wheeler Field over in Hawaii. 

One of the other ones that we looked at that may be closer to 
you, Mr. Chairman, is we also looked at the Cheyenne Mountain 
Air Force Station in Colorado, a very significant structure. It is still 
in use today. It is not a Cold War relic; it is a Cold War-constructed 
facility, 1961 if you recall, and was done with great speed and 
great expertise and engineering expertise. We have looked at that 
and have done the first step in determination of eligibility of that 
building for the National Register of Historic Places, as it should 
be. It is the only one that we know of in America and we think if 
another nation has one of those that we do not know about, we still 
think that Cheyenne probably has a leg up on it because of the ca- 
pability. 
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Of late, one of the things that we have done in trying to add to 
those Cold War legacies and how we could designate facilities to be 
honored as such, just in the past 30 days we have transferred 
$5 million that was appropriated by the Air Force to the Depart- 
ment of Interior for the maintenance of the DO-9 and DO-9 launch 
control facilities near Ellsworth, the missile launch facilities. Very 
significant. Those are not all needed now but at least one of those 
should be kept for historical purposes and I think it is well that 
we do one of those. 

There are a number of studies that we have done, Mr. Chairman, 
some of which I think you are familiar with, or members of the 
Committee are familiar with. Coming in from the Cold, Military 
Heritage in the Cold War — this was done back in 1991, a good start 
on looking at things like that, a study that the Air Force, by the 
way, helped do this but it was a Department of Defense effort. And 
the Air Force is now doing Cold War Assessments, a Legacy 
project, and that is September 2000, still under draft. And I just 
show you these that the Air Force, again as I mentioned earlier, 
did not want too much water to flow under the bridge before we 
started capturing some of these facilities and the need that maybe 
one of those as illustrative of all of them should be designated for 
Cold War. 

And in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, other than the comment I 
made on H.R. 107, I notice in the Committee set-up of that, that 
I would think, since although the Secretary of the Air Force has 
mentioned would be conferred with, that it would be to the benefit, 
I think, if, in fact, the Committee is established, to have someone 
that knows the military history — it could be a retired military per- 
son or something of that nature — I think it would add to that to 
have that connectivity and the symbiotic relationship with the De- 
partment of Defense. 

And again, sir, it is our pleasure to be here today and I stand 
ready to answer any questions that you may have. Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Dishner follows:] 

Statement of Mr. Jimmy G. Dishner, Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air 

Force (Installations) 

INTRODUCTION 

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, good morning. I appreciate the op- 
portunity to appear before you today to discuss the Air Force’s perspectives on house 
bill (H.R.) 107, introduced by Congressman Hefley, concerning the proposal for the 
Secretary of the Interior to conduct a study to identify sites and resources, to rec- 
ommend alternatives for commemorating and interpreting the Cold War, and for 
other purposes. 

For the purposes of my testimony today we have used the years 1946 to 1989 
when the Berlin Wall came down as the Cold War period. During the period of 1946 
to 1989 the Air Force constructed approximately 145,000 facilities at our active, 
guard, and reserve installations worldwide. The Cold War has only recently been 
recognized in a historic context. Indeed, current architectural references do not list 
Cold War along with such styles as classic revival, Jeffersonian, and the Chicago 
School. As a licensed professional engineer with some forty years of service to the 
Air Force helping to build many of these facilities, I can tell you that some are truly 
engineering marvels such as Cheyenne Mountain Air Force Station, Colorado, where 
construction began in 1961. However, not all Cold War associated facilities were key 
to the Air Force mission during the Cold War nor are of historic significance. There- 
fore, the Air Force feels that there should be care in evaluating for eligibility prop- 
erties of the Cold War era. Some facilities, such as early warning defense radar sys- 
tems, air defense, and strategic missile facilities, truly were mission essential. Nu- 
merous examples of many of these facilities can be found at installations throughout 
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the United States and are also documented in specific state or service efforts. For 
example, in 1988 the Air Force completed a study of the White Alice Communica- 
tions System. When the former Alaskan Air Command scheduled the White Alice 
sites for demolition, the Air Force determined that they might be eligible for listing 
on the National Register of Historic Places. Consequently, the Air Force and the 
Alaska State Historic Preservation Officer signed an agreement to produce a historic 
overview of the system, an inventory of the 19 White Alice sites, a statement of sig- 
nificance of the system, a map locating the sites and a biography of non-classified 
material relating to the system. Most sites were demolished after this documenta- 
tion was complete. 

As many members of this committee are aware, many military facilities are con- 
structed using standardized designs and can be found on our installations world- 
wide. The Air Defense Command (ADC) mission was carried out at approximately 
fifty installations in the United States and Canada. An excellent example of this is 
the ADC’s Semi-Automated Ground Environment (SAGE) building at the former 
K.I. Sawyer Air Force Base in Michigan. There is no evidence that the ADC activity 
at this SAGE facility contributed more to the Cold War effort than those activities 
performed at many other SAGE facilities throughout the country. 

Application of the criteria of eligibility and consideration, as specified in the Na- 
tional Historic Preservation Act, without more detailed guidance from the National 
Park Service often results in inconsistent determinations of eligibility among State 
Historic Preservation Officers and disagreement by the Air Force with the deter- 
mination. Additionally, there is a lack of an overall cohesive synthesis of all of the 
many studies that have been completed at the installation and major command lev- 
els within each service and among the various military services. The tension be- 
tween what constitutes exceptional importance for properties less than 50 years old, 
including Cold War properties and those properties that may be of interest at the 
state and local level have proven problematic, and at times, conflicting. Studies such 
as the 1994 Coming in From the Cold — Report of Military Heritage in the Cold War 
were completed through the DOD’s Legacy Resource Management Program, an ef- 
fort established by congress in November 1990 under Public Law 101-511 to help 
conserve natural and cultural resources on DOD lands. The Air Force has in the 
past and continues to use Legacy Funding to address Cold War studies at our in- 
stallations. Our major commands report that most of these studies are either under- 
way or complete. We have also done specific focus studies such as the Searching the 
Sky Project, an excellent historic overview of the development of US Air Force Cold 
War defensive radar systems. However, issues such as classification of materials, 
proprietary information on systems still owned by the weapons manufacturers, and 
treaty compliance mandates regarding static displays also make proper Cold War 
determinations for significance difficult. 

In our efforts to assess and catalogue our Cold War facilities we have found that 
different standards in the evaluation process may lead to some properties being in- 
correctly determined as eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places. Our view is that there are many methods of protecting resources. These in- 
clude preparing comprehensive and oral histories, non- textual literary property 
such as maps, educational websites, videos, brochures, books, the preparation of 
Historic American Engineering Records and Historic American Building Records for 
proper recordation of facilities deemed significant to the Cold War mission. 

The Air Force defers to the Department of the Interior for the Administrations 
position on H.R. 107, but recommends that, at such time when further consider- 
ation of the bill is more appropriate, this Committee consider adding a member to 
the Cold War Advisory Committee who is specifically trained in military history. We 
also recommend that the Department of the Interior, National Park Service, and the 
State Historic Preservation Officers work with the military services to come to es- 
tablish standards of eligibility for Cold War era facilities, and recommend how many 
of each type of facility should be retained. In other words, we recommend that not 
every base be required to maintain a missile or bomber alert facility if others exist 
elsewhere. The focus should be on operational missions and equipment of unmistak- 
able national importance and that has a direct, not merely temporal, Cold War rela- 
tionship. 

As I stated earlier in my testimony we constructed approximately 145,000 facili- 
ties during the Cold War. A potential determination of eligibility of even 10% of 
these facilities for Cold War significance would substantially increase our manage- 
ment and oversight responsibilities. Further, we recommend the Department of the 
Interior and the National Park Service work with the some 400 aerospace museums 
across the country. Many of these museums have Cold War era pictures, maps, arti- 
facts, and aircraft such as Inert Atlas, Titan I & Titan II Intercontinental Ballistic 
Missiles, B-36, B-47 and early model B-52 aircraft. Many of you may also be aware 
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that the Air Force museum located on Wright-Patterson Air Force Base Ohio, the 
oldest and the largest aviation museum in the world, is building a 32 million-dollar 
addition called the Cold War gallery to provide subject matter coverage of this im- 
portant period in the history of our nation and the Air Force. This project will be 
built with private donations and not with military construction funds. We have also 
recently been in discussion with the National Trust for Historic Preservation to gar- 
ner their input into public and private partnerships for historic properties including 
those that are determined to be of exceptional importance to the Cold War. Many 
of you may also be aware that the Smithsonian Air Museum Annex near Dulles Air- 
port will also display many aircraft, space, and Cold War era artifacts. 

We appreciate the tremendous support Congressman Hefley provides the Air 
Force, and look forward to working with members this Committee, and the leader- 
ship of the Department of the Interior. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. I stand ready to an- 
swer any questions you may have. 


Mr. Hefley. Thank you, Jimmy. The Air Force, I think, has an 
excellent running start on what we want to do. We do not want to 
overlook and lose this part of our history. 

I am not going to ask all the questions that I had for this panel 
because I want us to get to the next panel and finish up before I 
think we are going to have a series of votes but I do not want to 
discourage anyone from asking questions. We may submit ques- 
tions to you to be returned to us in writing. 

Questions? 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Ring, it is good to see you here and talk to you. 
The position in each of your statements is that basically we need 
to take care of the backlog first. We all know we are in transition 
in the new Administration. 

Do you sense in the preparation of today’s testimony that that 
is going to be a hard and fast position or is this kind of an initial 
position as we start into the new Administration? 

Mr. Ring. Sir, I think it is an initial position. There are a num- 
ber of new people coming into the Administration and they are try- 
ing to get their hands around a wide range of topics and they are 
still very few. So I think they are trying to understand the nature 
and the relationship of these studies and these efforts in the con- 
text of what is a very important initiative for them, which is to 
deal with the backlog of the National Park System. So I think it 
is an initial position. 

Mr. Souder. Because there is going to be a great deal of sym- 
pathy on our side to slowing down the process but not necessarily 
stopping the process and trying to figure out how we are going to 
do at least studies and advisory-type positions and I encourage you 
to take that message back, that a complete stoppage probably is 
not going to work; there needs to be some sort of an accommodation 
as to the processes we are going to go through, although I think 
that the Subcommittee Chairman and most people on our side of 
the aisle certainly feel a slower pace is a minimal goal. Thank you. 

Mr. Hefley. Mr. Rahall? 

Mr. Rahall. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I want to commend all of you on your testimony and thank you 
for your service to our country and your service in protecting our 
historical heritage and your dedication to the good stewardship of 
our public lands and monuments. 
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Just to follow up on the question just asked though, your testi- 
mony for the National Park Service was approved by Secretary 
Norton before being here today; is that correct? 

Mr. Ring. The testimony that I presented today was approved by 
the Department of Interior and the Office of Management and 
Budget. 

Mr. Rahall. And by the Secretary of Interior, Miss Norton, who 
is not going anywhere anytime soon, is she? 

Mr. Ring. No. 

Mr. Rahall. So you have said it is the initial position but I do 
appreciate the concerns that you have expressed, especially with 
the implementation of the current statute on the books and your 
desire to see that the historical perspective be maintained before 
establishing monuments just here and there on the Mall. So I do 
appreciate that, and the concerns you have expressed in opposition 
to H.R. 452. 

Mr. Ring. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rahall. Thank you. 

Mr. Hefley. Any other questions? Yes. 

Ms. Solis. I have one question, if I might. I appreciate the testi- 
mony that was given, also, and I would ask that if you could pro- 
vide the Committee with information regarding the current monu- 
ments that are there in place in that area regarding the proposed 
H.R. 452 and we could kind of get a better assessment of what is 
actually there in that particular area. And I appreciate the fact 
that you are going to take an initial review and move a little slow- 
er on this. 

I, too, have some concerns regarding breaking the mold, so to 
speak, and moving fast and not honoring what has been done tradi- 
tionally. I cannot think of any other monument that has been put 
in place within a span of 25 years or less and I would ask you that 
question, if there has been any. 

Mr. Ring. We would be pleased to submit that for the record. 

[The list of memorials in Area 1 submitted for the record fol- 
lows:] 



56 









































57 


Acreaqe of Area I Memorials 


de Rochambeau, Ha j . Gen. Jean Baptiste (see Lafayette Park) 

0 

Roosevelt, President Franklin {West Potomac Park) 

28.00 

Roosevelt, President Theodore 

88.50 

Second Division 

1.00 

Original Patentees of the District of. Columbia 

0.12 

Sherman, General William Tecumseh 

3,50 

Strauss (GSA) 

1.00 

Vietnam Veterans 

4.00 


0 

Washington, President George (Washington Monument) 

64.00 

Women Who Served in Vietnam {see Vietnam Veterans Memorial) 

0 

World War II (approved site) 

7.40 

Zero Milestone 

0.06 

Arlington Memorial Bridge Equestrian Statues (within bridge) 

0 

Baruch, Bernard (see Lafayette Park) 

0 

Bald Eagle/Pershing Park (see Pershing) 

0 

Downing, Andrew Jackson 

0.06 

First Air Hail Fliqht Marker 

0.06 

Jefferson Pier Marker 

0.06 

Kennedy, Robert F. { GSA ] 

0.12 

Temperance (Cogswell) 

0.06 

Roosevelt, President Franklin (@ National Archives) 

0.12 

TOTAL ACREAGE, AREA I MEMORIALS 

“Includes memorials not yet constructed with approved sites 

315.81 
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Ms. Solis. Thank you. 

Mr. Hefley. Well, thank you very much. It was excellent testi- 
mony and certainly I think the Committee is sympathetic with the 
idea of taking care of the backlog and we will work with you on 
that and see if we cannot do that. At the same time we do need 
to establish some kind of a priority for things that once the backlog 
is taken care of, that we can begin to move on so maybe you can 
work with us on that, as well. 

Mr. Ring. We would be pleased to do so, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Hefley. We will go to our third panel: Mr. Grover Norquist, 
Chairman, Ronald Reagan Legacy Foundation; Mr. Norm Wymbs, 
Chairman, Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home Foundation; Mr. Francis 
Gary Powers, Jr., Founder, Cold War Museum, Fairfax, Virginia; 
and Dr. Bruce Craig, Director, National Coordinating Committee 
for the Promotion of History, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Wymbs, did you come here from Florida to testify? 

Mr. Wymbs. No, Mr. Chairman. We came from Dixon, which is 
almost as tough. 

Mr. Hefley. Came from where? 

Mr. Wymbs. From Dixon. 

Mr. Hefley. Dixon, Illinois? Well, I am going to call on you first 
because in case we do get interrupted, these that are local, we 
could probably entice to come back again but you have come quite 
a distance so I want to, if I might, I will call on you first. 

STATEMENT OF NORM WYMBS, CHAIRMAN, RONALD REAGAN 
BOYHOOD HOME FOUNDATION, DEL RAY, FL 

Mr. Wymbs. I appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. I submitted a re- 
port which I presume you all have, the so-called initial remarks. I 
do not want to particularly elaborate on those. I was trying very 
much to impress you folks with the volunteer work that has been 
done in this community to preserve Ronald Reagan’s boyhood 
home. 

And just as a matter off the track — maybe I am a little bit out 
of order here but the prior testimony from the Department of Inte- 
rior made reference to something that concerned us at the Reagan 
Foundation apparently as much as it has concerned them so I 
think we are both on the same track. 

We have been in somewhat informal discussions with Mr. 
Hastert and others concerning this for over two years. It is not 
something that has just been suddenly brought forth. But during 
that time the foundation itself and those of us who are active in 
it expressed a great deal of concern about whether or not the De- 
partment of Interior would maintain or whichever department of 
the Federal Government took over the home would maintain it as 
well as we have maintained it. 

Now I note that their concern is that they might be picking up 
a pig in a poke because it might require a great deal of mainte- 
nance that they would not have the funds for. I can assure them 
that they will find the maintenance of this project far in excess of 
many of the historic sites that we have seen that do come under 
the Federal jurisdiction. So our greatest concern was that they 
start out and that they maintain a very strong interest in keeping 
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this property in the condition that we have kept it in up to this 
point. 

Just as another point since one of your members raised a ques- 
tion earlier or did not raise a question but was quoting unfortu- 
nately from some news reports and news reports are not — excuse 
me, folks — not too accurate, there is no jelly bean portrait in this 
complex. The Federal Government will not be buying a bunch of 
Jelly Bellies. There was a Jelly Belly portrait made by the Goetz 
Candy Company. Mr. Kelly has been a strong supporter of many 
of the things we are doing. 

That portrait has been placed in the Dixon Historic Center, 
which is another project of the Reagan Home Foundation consider- 
ably larger than the home itself and it will have memorials to 
many distinguished citizens of Dixon. It is dedicated to Ronald 
Reagan because that is where he attended the sixth and seventh 
grades and his brother attended there, as well. We will restore the 
classrooms and the other things there for another memorial to Ron- 
ald Reagan, which is only three blocks away from the home com- 
plex but we have put the Jelly Belly portrait in there, which will 
be part of the Reagan Historic Museum part of this entire set-up. 

All we wanted to do in expressing this is that concern that this 
be memorialized to Ronald Reagan. When some local citizens in the 
community decided to purchase this property right after the Presi- 
dent was nominated for his first term by the Republican Party, 
they thought that this home should be saved and checked with the 
President after his election to find out whether he would consider 
helping out. 

His immediate reaction, which was the same as the reaction from 
Neil Reagan, his older brother, was that they considered this par- 
ticular house as their home in Dixon. And you have to know a little 
bit about Ronald Reagan’s history prior to the time the family 
moved there in 1920. When they moved there in 1920 Jack Reagan 
for the first time in his life had his own business. He had found 
an angel that helped support him, a man that he had been working 
for some time, who put up the financing to build his own store. He 
opened a shoe store there. Dixon became then a permanent resi- 
dence for the Reagan family. 

Up to that point Ronald Reagan in his years in school and years 
in the family had never spent as much as one whole year in any 
single town in Illinois. The family moved quite frequently. When 
they got to Dixon and he was 10 years old at the time, that became 
the permanent home. That became his home from then on. This 
house was the first one they lived in and the one they had the 
strongest memories of. 

Now Ronald Reagan and Neil Reagan both during the time we 
did this, during his two terms, spent a great deal of time with us, 
our historian, our architects, making sure that what we restored 
and turned into a memorial to his early life was exactly the way 
they recalled it. And it is absolutely historically the way it was 
when the Reagans lived there. 

It is quite a complex now. It covers approximately three-quarters 
of a square city block. We bought the home next door which the 
President used to refer to as “Those are the rich folks next door.” 
It is a house about twice the size of the Reagan home. We have 
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turned that into a reception center and the office for the Reagan 
Foundation, as well. We had to build public facilities, of course, to 
take care of the normal requirements of public visitors. We bought 
a number of buildings around it. We razed one next door to the 
Reagan home to create a mini-park. This was where Ronald and 
Neil and their friends used to play football in the off-hours after 
school. It was a vacant lot then. We turned it back into a vacant 
lot but since that time we have placed a bronze statue of Ronald 
Reagan in the center and turned it into a mini-park. 

We also had to purchase a number of lots adjoining this property 
so we would have public parking. So it is a completely self-con- 
tained unit. It is not just the home; it is a complete complex and 
all of these buildings date back to the turn of the last century and 
just before. We figure that the Reagan home was built about 1890 
or thereabouts. We have no accurate records on it. 

We are pretty accurate though in that this building, plus the ad- 
joining building, were what we used to refer to as mail order 
homes. In those days when you wanted to build a home of your 
own and you wanted to get it designed properly you bought it from 
mail order houses. Sears Roebuck used to be the largest provider 
of single family homes in the United States. These were mail order 
homes. They were made entirely of hardwood. They last forever. 
You cannot knock them down. The entire house is oak and other 
hardwoods. The homes were cut to size, the pieces were cut to size 
before the buyer got them. The order started out by telling them 
to get a shovel and start digging the basement and they went from 
there on. At the end they sent them a catalogue and said, “Here’s 
the kind of furniture you should put in.” 

There are literally hundreds of thousands of these homes 
throughout the country today and this section that Ronald Rea- 
gan’s home is in is a beautiful memorial in itself to that early turn 
of the century. The entire neighborhood has become a memorial to 
the turn of the century because the citizens of Dixon are so 
wrapped up and so in love with Ronald Reagan and his family and 
his history that they themselves, at their own expenses, have been 
restoring their own homes to where this is a truly historic land- 
mark in itself and it is about one-quarter of the city of Dixon, Illi- 
nois. 

So I would assure you folks on the panel, plus the Interior peo- 
ple, you are not going to be getting a pig in a poke here if they 
go ahead with this. They are going to get a high quality memorial 
and the one that Ronald Reagan declared was his home. And, just 
as an aside, Ronald Reagan at one point expressed an interest in 
having his museum and library in Dixon but the prevailing money 
folks in California convinced him otherwise. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Wymbs follows:] 
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Ronald Reagan Home 

Preservation Foundation 


8 16 S. Hennepin Ave. 
Dixon, IL 61021 
Phone 8 1 5-288-5 1 76 


U.S. House of Representatives 
Committee on Resources 
Subcommittee on National Parks 


Re: H.R. 400 

During the summer of 1980, when the Republican Party 
nominated Ronald Reagan as its Presidential Candidate, a 
group of citizens in Dixon, Illinois felt the Reagan's first home 
in that city should be saved for future restoration. A small 
group banded together and placed a down payment on the old 
house located at 816 South Hennepin Avenue in Reagan's home 
town. 


The single family home the Reagan's occupied in 19Z0 had 
been converted into a two flat and was in very poor condition. 
The projected costs and technical knowhow to bring the 
structure back appeared too much for the local group and they 
appealed to President Reagan after he took office to provide 
advice. Mrs. Wymbs and I were contacted by a White House 
representative and asked if we could help. Other friends of the 
President from around the country were similarly appealed to. 

The home, which was purchased on the open market for less 
than $30,000, proved to be a major detecting and restoration 
project which ultimately cost a half million dollars to return to 
the condition it was in when the Reagan's arrived. The job was 
done, involving a great dead of consultation with the President 
and his older brother Neal. On his birthday in 1984, President 
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Reagan, Nancy, and Ms brother Neal, formally dedicated the 
fully restored home and it was opened to the public. 

The Home Foundation soon found that we had created a 
neighborhood nuisance as tour buses and private autos 
clogged the local residential streets. Visitors even had to 
desperately request plumbing access from the neighbors as 
natural urges overtook them! 

The Foundation launched an emergency program, acquiring 
more of the surrounding property, demolisMng the older 
buildings, and constructing a major parking area on the 
commercial street behind the Home, acquiring and restoring 
the large house next door wMch was converted into a Recepton 
Center and Foundation office. To the rear of tMs center a 
modern combination building with public rest rooms and 
maintenance facilities was erected. The corner building, next 
to the Home, was acquired and demolished to restore that lot 
to the vacant condition it had during the Reagan years (tMs 
was where the Reagan boys played football). To avoid any 
neighborhood problems and to assist in handling visitor 
crowds tMs lot was turned into a mini-park with a bronze 
statue of President Reagan at its center. 

All of the restoration and subsequent additions was 
accomplished with private funds, no public money, local, 
state or Federal being involved. Except for a few supervisory 
and staff people, the entire Reagan Home complex has been 
run by dedicated local volunteer citizens. In addition, many 
local businesses have helped with donated service and 
materials. 

It is not possible to speak of the physical facilities without 
understanding the almost fantastic devotion and support the 
Foundation has received from the local neighbors and 
community. The several block area around the Reagan Home 
has enjoyed a renaissance since the restoration twenty years 
ago and now presents a beautiful depiction of early Twentieth 
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Century America, all done with pride by the individual home 
owners. While the Reagan Home provided the initial incentive, 
the proud neighbors now are providing the Home Foundation 
with more desire to keep up and match their obvious love of 
community. 

It is this community feeling that we refer to as the "Mystique" 
of Dixon! Ronald Reagan, as many of you know who have had 
the opportunity to spend any time with him, has always 
exhibited an extraordinary love for his home town . Early in 
our relations with him we recognized his strong attachment, 
and our two biographies on his life have attempted to reflect 
that devotion. After the initial home restoration we suggested 
that the Foundation Board should become a distinctly 
hometown body, with only neighbors and friends of its 
favorite citizen as members. Harriet and I are proud of the fact 
that the Dixon City Council passed a resolution making us 
honorary citizens of Dixon so we could remain! Since then we 
have solidified that position by acquiring a home in Dixon. 

We will be present to answer any questions the Committee 
might have. In closing this brief introductory, let me quote 
from our favorite citizen, in President Reagan's own words: 

" Everyone should have a place to go back to... and Dixon is 
that place for me! " 

The Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home Foundation and its many 
loyal volunteers have dedicated themselves to maintaining 
that place for Ronnie to come back to! 



/ 
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Mr. Hefley. Thank you very much. That is excellent testimony. 

Just very briefly, you all have done an excellent job with this 
from everything I can learn. This is not in any danger of having 
a Walmart built on it or it being destroyed in some way if we took 
the time to go through the normal vetting process through the Park 
Service, is it? 

Mr. Wymbs. No, there is no problem of it going away as long as 
those of us who are presently on the board, and we consider our- 
selves Dixonites, as well, because the city declared us honorary citi- 
zens when we got into this. But the board is, as a matter of policy, 
only Dixon residents. All the work of viewing and showing of the 
home is done by volunteers, as I pointed out in the opening letter. 

We maintain it and we make sure that it is maintained. We do 
not let even a loose board on the porch go unattended because we 
are very hard-nosed about that sort of thing. 

Our biggest concern is that there are a few of us that are getting 
a little bit older and we can never be too sure with a private foun- 
dation who might be coming later that might have different ideas 
on it. So we wanted to make sure that it was put in a place where 
you folks have a longer life span than we have and therefore it 
would be maintained for a longer period of time than we could. But 
as far as it deteriorating, you have no fear about that. 

Mr. Hefley. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Norquist? 

STATEMENT OF GROVER NORQUIST, CHAIRMAN, RONALD 
REAGAN LEGACY FOUNDATION, WASHINGTON, DC 

Mr. Norquist. Thank you very much. I serve as Chairman of the 
Ronald Reagan Legacy project and our goal is to honor Reagan’s 
legacy and his place in history specifically by naming things and 
building things in his honor in the United States. Our goal is to 
get something significant in each of the 50 states and something 
in each of the 3,067 counties in the United States. We were very 
active working with members of the House and Senate on the effort 
to name Reagan National Airport and I point out that the next 
major project will be in honor also of Senator Cover dell and his leg- 
islation to put Reagan on the $10 bill. We will be continuing Sen- 
ator Coverdell’s efforts in that direction. 

I am delighted that there is a consensus in the United States 
that we should do something to honor President Reagan and the 
greatness of his presidency. Questions have been raised about 
should you build a memorial for a man or begin to build a memo- 
rial for a man who is still alive? And what about the traditional 
25-year waiting period for parts of the Mall? And I think it is very 
important to address both of those questions. 

As Congressman Hansen said, the difference with the case of 
President Reagan is given the nature of the disease he has, his 
public life is over. It is not as if he is going to do or say something 
that would change history’s view of his role in history and therefore 
I think the question of doing something, naming things after him 
while he is still alive is not the question that it would be for a 
President who is wandering around doing and saying things that 
might change your view of what they had accomplished or who 
they were as people. 
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The question of waiting 25 years I think is a very important 
statement that we want to be very clear, that if we are going to 
put a memorial on the Mall that we do not do it hurriedly, and that 
is why I think we should have a very high test, a very strict test 
of who we honor and what we do and I would answer that Ronald 
Reagan meets that test. I think that in the 10 years since the end 
of the Cold War we have seen the greatness of his decision to em- 
bark and lead the United States in a policy of peace through 
strength. I think the people of Poland and East Germany would be 
very clear that they appreciate his leadership on that. 

This is unlikely to change. People talk about waiting a while. We 
are not going to want to go back to high taxes. We are not going 
to want to go back to inflation. People of East Germany are not 
going to want to go back to being under the Soviet empire and the 
peoples of the former Soviet empire do not want a Soviet empire 
returned, either. 

So on each of those questions, and it is important also to think 
back to when Reagan came here — the double-digit inflation, the col- 
lapsing economy, the Soviet Union on the march in every continent 
in the world, the United States in self-doubt — and Reagan was a 
Churchillian figure in that he stood up against the traditional es- 
tablishment view of what was happening and he said, “Guys, you 
have it wrong,” just as Churchill did. And history has made it very 
clear that Churchill was right about the nature of National Social- 
ism in Germany and history has shown that Ronald Reagan was 
right about the nature of the Soviet Union and the Socialist gov- 
ernment there. 

So he not only turned the country around and brought us 
through to victory but he did so under the criticism of some of the 
people who thought of themselves as the best and the brightest 
around, who have been wrong about history and we now know 
were wrong about what was going on. 

If you look at the last 20 years we see it as the extension of what 
Reagan brought into this town. We are now talking about reform- 
ing Social Security, about building the strategic defense initiative, 
about continuing to reduce taxes, about continuing to follow the 
policy of peace through strength. I think history has shown that 
Ronald Reagan’s greatness continues. I think the tribute to him on 
the Mall is very appropriate and I look forward to working with 
you to that end. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Norquist follows:] 

Statement of Grover G. Norquist, Chairman, Ronald Reagan Legacy 
Project, Concerning H.R. 452 

MR. Chairman, and members of the committee and invited guests, my name is 
Grover Norquist and I am Chairman of the Ronald Reagan Legacy Project. The Ron- 
ald Reagan Legacy Project was formed in 1997 and is the most influential organiza- 
tion aimed at promoting the legacy of the 40th President. I am here this morning 
to testify in favor of H.R. 452, the Ronald Reagan Memorial Act of 2001. 

The Act specifies that a committee be established to choose a location on the Na- 
tional Mall for a memorial to Ronald Reagan. He deserves this memorial on Amer- 
ica’s Mall because he represented America. 

Reagan’s upbringing represents a wide cross-section of American culture. He was 
a man born in a small Midwest town of humble background and later moved to Los 
Angeles to pursue an acting career. Aside from being President of the United States 
he also served as an entertainer, Union leader, corporate spokesman, Governor of 
California. 
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When Congress places a memorial on the National Mall in honor of Reagan it will 
recognize the will of the people who elected him overwhelmingly twice to the Presi- 
dency. In 1984, he earned the confidence of 3/5 of the electorate and was victorious 
in 49 of the 50 states in the general election a record unsurpassed in the history 
of American Presidential elections We can all be proud of Reagan’s legacy. He 
worked in a bipartisan manner to enact his bold agenda of restoring accountability 
and common sense to Government which led to unprecedented economic expansion 
and opportunity for millions of Americans. Mr. Reagan’s commitment to an active 
social policy agenda for the Nation’s children helped lower crime and drug use in 
our neighborhoods. 

In addition to major domestic accomplishments Reagan authorized several Na- 
tional Security Decision Directives (NSDD) that helped end a truly evil empire. Too 
often Reagan is not given credit for his success in actively working toward the fall 
of the Soviet Union. Allow me to explain a few of them here. 

NSDD 32 had the objective of supporting movement working to throw off com- 
munist rule and intensified Radio Free Europe and Voice of America as well as re- 
ducing Eastern Europe’s reliance on the USSR. 

NSDD 66 set policies aimed at: getting European allies to stop extending credit 
at better than market rates, blocking Soviet access to the high technologies of West- 
ern countries, and developing alternatives to Europe becoming dependent on the So- 
viet Union for natural gas. 

NSDD 75 declared a policy of exacerbating Soviet economic problems by working 
to decrease its export revenues and forcing it to increase spending. In fact, we later 
learned that Gorbachev increased military spending to 45 percent of GDP on an 
economy that was already floundering. 

NSDD 78 stated that the US would not accept the existing Soviet sphere of influ- 
ence, but would work to roll it back, restricting technologies that might help its 
economy and exploiting its vulnerabilities. 

All of these actions reversed Soviet expansion into countries such as Afghanistan, 
Angola and Mozambique and encouraged freedom publications in Poland and en- 
couraged strikes in Poland which spread even into Siberia. 

The National Security information concerning the fall of the Soviet Union was dis- 
cussed in detail in the book Victory: The Reagan Administration’s Secret Strategy 
that hastened the collapse of the Soviet Union by Peter Schweizer (1994: Atlantic 
Monthly Press). 

Schweizer interviewed dozens of top-ranking Reagan White House and National 
Security officials for his book and concluded that Reagan’s actions weren’t luck but 
skillful policy which resulted in the end of Soviet Communism thus guaranteeing 
basic human rights for millions of persecuted people. 

Recognizing Reagan with this memorial will also pay tribute to our armed forces. 
His commitment to our armed forces contributed to the restoration of pride in Amer- 
ica, her values and those cherished by the free world, and prepared America to win 
the Gulf War. 

So, when Congress passes this bill it will recognize Reagan’s achievements of do- 
mestic prosperity and promoting international peace. Having outlined briefly his 
legacy, it is clear that it needs to be preserved because we can all be proud of his 
accomplishments. 

It is our goal at the Reagan Legacy Project to preserve his legacy by encouraging 
Governors, state legislators and the general public to become involved in the process 
of naming at least one significant landmark or institution after Reagan in all 50 
states and 3067 counties as well as in former communist countries. 

Currently there are 45 dedications; 42 in the United States and 3 internationally. 

We have most recently completed a campaign to have Governors and State Legis- 
latures honor Reagan on his birthday. The campaign ended with 12 Governors and 
28 State legislatures honoring the former President. 

Nationally, we have also begun work on placing Ronald Reagan’s portrait on the 
ten-dollar bill. In the states we have a variety projects such as in South Carolina 
where Reagan’s portrait will be hung in the State House chamber and in South Da- 
kota where the highway that leads to Mt. Rushmore will soon bear the name of the 
Gipper. 

Clearly, America loved Ronald Reagan and the Congress should recognize the will 
of the people by passing this bill. 

I thank the Chairman for recognizing me and I yield the floor to any questions. 
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The following is a list of current dedications in honor of President Reagan 

INTERNATIONAL 

Grenada 

• Grenada Salutes Ronald Reagan, Leader of Freedom (commemorative stamp col- 
lection), Grenada [19961. Proceeds from sales go to the Ronald Reagan Scholar- 
ship Fund 

• Ronald Reagan Scholarship Fund, Grenada [1996], The fund is used to send stu- 
dents from Grenada to the United States for study 

Marshall Islands 

• Ronald Reagan Ballistic Missile Defense Test Site, Kwajalein Atoll [October, 
2000] 

IN THE UNITED STATES 

Arizona 

• Ronald Reagan Fundamental School [1984], 3200 West 16th St., Yuma, AZ 
85364 

California 

• Reagan Center, Los Angeles, CA 

• Reagan Ranch Leadership Program [1998]. 812-B Anacapa Street, Santa Bar- 
bara, CA 93101. Affiliated with the Young America’s Foundation, current own- 
ers of Rancho del Cielo (formerly the Reagan’s’ ranch) near Santa Barbara 

• Ronald Reagan Federal Courthouse — [February 1999]. 411 West 4th Street, 

Santa Ana, CA 92701 

• Ronald Reagan Freeway, CA [December 7, 1994], State Route 118 runs close to 
the Ronald Reagan Presidential Library. Formerly named the Simi Valley-San 
Fernando Valley Freeway 

• Ronald Reagan Presidential Library and Museum [1991], 40 Presidential Drive 
Simi Valley, CA 93065 

• Ronald Reagan Professor, School of Public Policy (Pepperdine University), 
Malibu, CA [1999] 

• Ronald Reagan Elementary School [1998, 10800 Rosslyn Lane Bakersfield, CA 
93311 

• Ronald Reagan California Republican Center [renamed in 1996], 1903 S. Mag- 
nolia Blvd., Burbank, CA. 91506. Headquarters of the California State Repub- 
lican Party. Its former name was simply “California Republican Party Head- 
quarters” 

• Ronald Reagan State Office Building, — [19901, 300 South Spring Street, Los An- 
geles, CA 90013. 

• Ronald Reagan Suite, [1999], Century Plaza Hotel, 2025 Avenue of the Stars, 
Los Angeles, CA 90067. This suite, which occupies the entire 30th floor of the 
hotel, was often used by Ronald Reagan when he visited Los Angeles during his 
Presidency. Was formerly called the Plaza Suite 

• Ronald Reagan UCLA Medical Center [to open in 2004] 

• Ronald W. Reagan Educational Center, Fresno, CA 

District of Columbia 

• Ronald Reagan Building and International Trade Center [named in 1995, dedi- 
cated May 5, 1998], 1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20004 

• Ronald Reagan Chair in Public Policy (Heritage Foundation), Washington, D.C. 

• Ronald Wilson Reagan Communications Center (National Republican Congres- 
sional Committee), Washington, D.C. 

• Ronald Reagan Institute of Emergency Medicine [1991], George Washington 
University Hospital, Washington, D.C. 20037. Located at the hospital where 
Ronald Reagan was taken immediately after the march 30, 1981 assassination 
attempt. Dedicated by Reagan at the tenth anniversary of the assassination at- 
tempt., 

• Ronald Wilson Reagan Republican Center National Republican Senatorial Com- 
mittee 425 Second Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20002-4914 

Florida 

• Ronald Reagan Avenue, Miami, FL. Formerly named Southwest Avenue, 

• Ronald Reagan Turnpike, FL [1998]. lFormerly named Florida’s Turnpike. — 
Runs 312 miles, from north-central Florida to south of Miami 

• Ronald W. Reagan Post Office Building, 2305 Minton Road, West Melbourne, 
Florida [October 27, 2000] 
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Georgia 

• Ronald Reagan Drive, Columbia County, Augusta, GA [December 1, 2000] 

• Ronald Reagan Parkway, Gwinett County Lawrenceville, GA 

Illinois 

• Reagan Physical Education Center [1970], Eureka College 300 E. College Ave- 
nue Eureka, IL 61530 Originally dedicated in 1961 as “The Reagan Center,” in 
honor of both Ronald Reagan and his brother Neil. — Constructed to house all 
of Eureka College’s athletic facilities. — Acquired its present name in 1970. 

• Reagan Drive, Eureka, IL [1979], Runs along the southern edge of Eureka Col- 
lege, Reagan’s alma mater 

• Ronald W. Reagan Exhibit [1994], Eureka College Eureka, IL. 61520 , A per- 

manent exhibit covering Ronald Reagan’s entire life 

• Ronald W. Reagan Leadership Program Eureka College Eureka, IL. 61530 Es- 
tablished in 1982; began with students in the Fall of 1983. 

• Ronald & Nancy Reagan Research Center (Alzheimer’s Association) [1995], 919 
N. Michigan Avenue Chicago, IL 60611 

• Ronald Reagan Birthplace [19801, 111 S, Main Street Tampico, IL. 61283. Lo- 
cally operated, includes a museum and a gift shop, which are located next door 
to the building in which Reagan was born 

• Reagan Park [1985], Tampico, IL. Formerly Railroad Park 

• Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home [1984], 816 S. Hennepin Ave., Dixon, IL. 61202 
Ronald Reagan lived in this house during part of his teenage years (1924- 
1928). — It is now locally operated as a Museum. 

• Ronald Reagan Bridge, Dixon, IL 

• Ronald Reagan Highway U.S. Highway 14; runs from Chicago north to the Wis- 
consin State line. 

• Ronald W. Reagan Middle School [1996], 620 Division Street Dixon, IL. 61021 
Formerly named Madison School 

Iowa 

• Ronald Reagan Historical Marker, Des Moines, IA [November 9, 1999] 

Mississippi 

• The Reagan Hope Home Located on a ranch that is part of the Mississippi Sher- 
iffs Boys and Girls Ranches 

New York 

• Ronald Reagan Boulevard, Warwick, NY 

Ohio 

• Ronald Reagan Highway Cincinnati, OH, Runs across the northern suburbs of 
Cincinnati. 

Oklahoma 

• Statue at the National Cowboy Hall of Fame, Oklahoma City, OK 

Texas 

• Reagan Leadership Society [1997], 389 MSC Student Finance Center Texas 
A&M University College Station, TX. 77843. A society dedicated to building stu- 
dent leadership for the Texas A&M campus and the community at large. Its 
student founder named the society in recognition of Reagan’s “ability to commu- 
nicate, his ability to inspire confidence, and his kind personality.” 

Virginia 

• Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport, Arlington, VA. [1998]. Formerly 
named Washington National Airport 

• USS Ronald Reagan nuclear aircraft carrier [to be completed by 2002], 


Mr. Hefley. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Powers? 

STATEMENT OF FRANCIS GARY POWERS, JR., FOUNDER, COLD 
WAR MUSEUM, FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 

Mr. Powers. My name is Francis Gary Powers, Jr. from Fairfax, 
Virginia. I am the founder of the Cold War Museum. I am pleased 
to have this special opportunity today to testify before the Sub- 
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committee. I would like to express my gratitude to Congressman 
Hefley for inviting me here and for sponsoring a bill so significant 
to our country. 

This bill means much to me personally. As the son of a famous 
Cold War figure, I grew up with the Cold War. The Cold War Mu- 
seum began for me as a way to honor my father but soon took on 
a much greater life and purpose. I am working toward a museum 
that will honor all the men and women who worked for democracy 
and freedom during the Cold War. 

The museum is not about reviving old hatreds. Rather, it is 
about promoting lessons learned. It is about teaching democracy in 
the pursuit of world peace. The Cold War Museum will dedicate re- 
sources to commemorating those whose deeds and sacrifices 
furthered democracy but the museum strives for an international 
and objective understanding of the Cold War, one of the most in- 
tense periods of conflict and most dangerous years in human his- 
tory. 

The purposes of the Cold War Museum are to preserve the arti- 
facts important to that period, to interpret the Cold War through 
research and information-gathering, and to serve as the focal point 
for information and preservation activities related to the Cold War 
era. The museum’s distinguished board of directors are experts in 
museum management, nonprofit management, and various aspects 
of Cold War history. We also have an advisory board which in- 
cludes Sergei Khrushchev, Nikita Khrushchev’s son, Eisenhower 
aide Ambassador Vernon Walters, and renowned photographic in- 
terpreter Dino Brugioni. 

Recently the Cold War Museum developed a list of important 
Cold War sites, which is the focal point of your bill, with the even- 
tual goal of recognizing a Cold War site in every state. I have in- 
cluded this list in our collateral material. 

The museum does not have a permanent home but we do sponsor 
traveling exhibits that have been on display throughout the United 
States, including at the CIA in Virginia and internationally in Ger- 
many, Norway and Russia. 

America has honored men and women from many wars who died 
for freedom but whatever the reason, there has been almost no rec- 
ognition of the Cold War, an era that lasted almost 50 years, cost 
thousands of lives, trillions of dollars, changed the course of history 
and left America the only superpower in the world. 

However, the Cold War is virtually unknown to the current gen- 
eration. This is a great disservice to those who gave their lives dur- 
ing the Cold War. 

James Billington, Librarian of Congress, said in a foreign policy 
speech, “The Cold War was the central conflict of the second half 
of the 20th century, the longest and most unconventional war of 
the entire modern era and an unprecedented experience for Ameri- 
cans. We were faced for the first time in our history with an oppo- 
nent who was both ideologically committed to overthrowing our 
system and was equipped to destroy us physically.” 

Journalist Charles Krauthammer in an op-ed piece in the Wash- 
ington Post entitled “Build a Cold War Memorial” had this to say. 
“The Cold War did not have the dramatic intensity of World War 
II but it was just as real and just as dangerous. Though often clan- 
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destine and subtle, it ranged worldwide, cost many lives, evoked 
much heroism and lasted what seemed like forever. Considering 
the stakes, the scope and the suffering, this was a struggle that de- 
serves commemoration.” 

Although the Cold War periodically resurfaces in the news as is 
evident by the Hanssen spy case, many people really do not under- 
stand the background or the history. The Cold War Museum’s 
website testifies to the public’s need for information. Over the past 
23 months 250,000 visitors have visited our website at 
Coldwar.org. Those who have tested their knowledge on our Cold 
War trivia and history quizzes help make the case for passage of 
H.R. 107. Ten percent of the respondents believe that John F. Ken- 
nedy was President of the United States when the Soviet Union 
was dissolved. The need for the passage of H.R. 107, the construc- 
tion of a Cold War Museum and related educational programs, is 
clear. 

Charles Krauthammer went on to say about a proposed Cold War 
Monument, “It needn’t be grandiose but it must have a small mu- 
seum for instruction. A gallery of heroes: Truman, Marshall, 
Churchill, Reagan. A hall for the fallen: the secret agents who died 
anonymously. A tribute to allies and friends... and a gulag display 
so that our children will learn the nature of evil.” 

Congressman Hefley, we would like to suggest that the Depart- 
ment of the Interior conduct a study to establish the value of a per- 
manent Cold War Museum and Memorial as the central repository 
for Cold War artifacts and information. Our plans include the fol- 
lowing: display Cold War photos, art work and artifacts, establish 
an endowed research chair at the Cold War Museum, collect biog- 
raphies on key Cold War figures, record oral and written histories 
to capture the human side of the conflict, create an inventory of 
key technologies that resulted from the Cold War research and de- 
velopment, and finally, develop a comprehensive inventory of sig- 
nificant Cold War sites and resources that need to be preserved, 
such as military bases, homes of key figures, laboratories, test sites 
and historic places. 

Congressman Hefley, we believe that it is vital to begin now to 
preserve these historic resources. Sites are being lost to developers 
and information gets lost every day. 

I am proud to say that the Cold War Museum has recently be- 
come an affiliate of the Smithsonian Institution. They have agreed 
to conduct a feasibility study with us to determine what artifacts 
from the national collection can be used in our displays and exhib- 
its. We have also received offers of support from a variety of 
sources, including the Holocaust Museum, Voice of America and 
the embassies of Hungary, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia and Slo- 
vakia. 

In the coming weeks and months Congress will consider a num- 
ber of issues. H.R. 107 should certainly be included in this agenda 
to preserve American history and significant Cold War sites. We 
believe the interest and support of James Billington, Charles 
Krauthammer, the Smithsonian Institution, the Voice of America, 
the Holocaust Museum and various embassies and schools are obvi- 
ous proof that this bill and the Cold War Museum would be of con- 
siderable value to our country. 
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Congressman Hefley, the directors of the Cold War Museum and 
I would like to express our strongest possible support for your bill. 
H.R. 107 will help educate future generations about the Cold War, 
honor Cold War veterans and preserve Cold War history. The mis- 
sion and goals of the Cold War Museum further the objectives of 
H.R. 107. We hope to continue to be involved with helping you and 
the commission when it is established. Please feel free to call upon 
us at any time. Thank you very much. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Powers follows:] 
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TESTIMONY OF FRANCIS GARY POWERS, JR. 
Founder, The Cold War Museum 

March 8,2001 

Subcommittee on National Parks, 
Recreation and Public Lands 

Rep. Joel Hefley, (CO-05), Chairman 


Bill H.R. 107 

To require that the Secretary of the Interior conduct a study to identify sites and resources, 
to recommend alternatives for commemorating and interpreting the Cold War, 
and for other purposes. 



Duck and Cover Drill, October 1962 
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My name is Francis Gary Powers, Jr. from Fairfax, Virginia, and I'm the founder of The Cold War 
Museum, I'm pleased to have this special opportunity to testify before this subcommittee today. I’d like to express 
my gratitude to Congressman Hefley for inviting me here and for sponsoring a bill so significant to our country. 

This bill means much to me personally. As the son of a famous Cold War figure, I grew up with the Cold 
War. The Cold War Museum began for me as a way to honor my father, but it soon took on a much greater life and 
purpose. I am working toward a museum that will honor all the men and women who worked for democracy and 
freedom during the Cold War. The Museum is not about reviving old hatreds, rather it’s about promoting lessons 
learned. It’s about teaching democracy and the pursuit of world peace. The Cold War Museum will dedicate 
resources to commemorating those whose deeds and sacrifices furthered democracy, but the Museum strives for an 
international and objective understanding of the Cold War - one of the most intense periods of conflict, and most 
dangerous years in human history. 

The purposes of the Cold War Museum are: 

• To preserve the artifacts important to that period; 

• To interpret the Cold War through research and information gathering; and 

• To serve as the focal point for information and preservation activities related to the Cold War era. 

The Museum’s distinguished board of directors are experts in museum management, nonprofit 
management, and various aspects of Cold War history. We also have an Advisory Board, which includes Sergei 
Khrushchev, (son of Nikita Khrushchev), former Eisenhower aide Ambassador Vernon Walters, and renowned 
photographic interpreter Dino Brugioni. 

Recently, the Cold War Museum developed a list of important Cold War sites, (a focal point of your bill), 
with the eventual goal of recognizing a Cold War site in every state. (I. have included a list of Cold War sites in my 
collateral material for your review.) 

The museum doesn’t have a permanent home, but we sponsor traveling exhibits that have been displayed 
throughout the U.S. (including CIA headquarters in Virginia), and in Norway, Germany and Russia. 

America has honored men and women from many wars who died for freedom, but whatever the reason, 
there has been almost no recognition of the Cold War, an era that lasted almost 50 years, cost thousands of lives, 
trillions of dollars, changed the course of history, and left America the only superpower in the world. However, the 
Cold War is virtually unknown to the current generation. This is a great disservice to all those who gave their lives 
during the Cold War. 

James BilHington, Librarian of Congress, said in a foreign policy speech, “The Cold War was the central 
conflict of the second half of the 20 th century, the longest and most unconventional war of the entire modem era and 
an unprecedented experience for Americans. We were faced for the first time in our history with an opponent who 
was both ideologically committed to overthrow our system and was equipped to destroy us physically.” 

Journalist Charles Krauthammer, in an Op-Ed piece in the Washington Post , entitled "Build a Cold War 
Memorial," had this to say: 

“The Cold War did not have the dramatic intensity of World War II, but it was just as real and just 

as dangerous. Though often clandestine and subtle, it ranged worldwide, cost many lives, evoked much 

heroism and lasted what seemed like forever. 

Considering the stakes, the scope and the suffering, this was a struggle that deserves 

commemoration.” 
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Although the Cold War periodically resurfaces in the news, as is evident by the Hansen spy case, manv 
people really don't understand the background and the history. The Cold War Museum's website testifies to the 
public's need for information. Over the past 23 months, 250,000 people have visited the museum's website, 
www.eoldwar.org. Those who have tested their knowledge on our Cold War trivia and history quizzes have helped 
make the case for passage of HR 107. Ten percent of the respondents believe John F. Kennedy was President of the 
United States when the Soviet Union was dissolved. The need for the passage of HR 1 07, the construction of a Cold 
War Museum, and related educational programs is dear. 

Charles Krauthammer said this about a proposed Cold War Monument, "It needn't be grandiose, but it must 
have a small museum for instruction. A gallery of heroes: Truman, Marshall, Churchill, Reagan. A hall for the 
fallen: the secret agents who died anonymously. A tribute to allies and friends. . .and a gulag display, so our children 
will learn the nature of evil.” 

We would like to suggest that the Department of the Interior conduct a study to establish the value of a 
permanent Cold War Museum as the central repository for Cold War artifacts and information. 

Our plans include the following: 

• Display Cold War photos, artwork, and artifacts. 

• Establish an endowed research chair at the Cold War Museum, 

• Collect biographies on key figures of the Cold War. 

• Record oral and written histories to capture the human side of the conflict. 

• Create an inventory of key technologies that resulted from Cold War research and development 

• Develop a comprehensive inventory of significant Cold War sites and resources that need to be 
preserved such as military sites, homes of key figures, laboratories, test sites, and historic places. 

(Congressman Hefley, we believe it is vital to begin now' to preserve these historic resources; records are being lost 
and sites fall prey to developers every day.) 

I am proud to say that the Cold War Museum has already become an affiliate of the Smithsonian 
Institution. They have agreed to conduct a feasibility study to determine which artifacts from their national 
collection could be used in Cold War Museum exhibits and displays. We have also received offers of support from 
a variety of sources including the Holocaust Museum, Voice of America, and the embassies of Hungaty, Lithuania, 
Latvia, Slovakia and Estonia. 

In the coming weeks and months. Congress will consider a number of issues. H.R.107 should certainly be 
included in its agenda to preserve American history and significant historical sites. 

We believe the interest and support of James Billington, Charles Krauthammer, the Smithsonian Institution, 
the Voice of America, the Holocaust Museum, and various embassies and schools are obvious proof that this bill 
and the Cold War Museum would be of considerable value to our countiy. 

Congressman Hefley, the directors of the Cold War Museum and I would like to express our strongest 
possible support for your bill. HR 107 will help to educate students, honor Cold War Veterans and preserve Cold 
War history'. 

The mission and goals of the Cold War Museum further the objectives of HR 107. We hope to continue to 
be involved with helping you and this Commission when it is established. Please feel free to call upon us at any 
time. 


Thank youi 
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Cold War Museum 
Board Member Directory 
(Updated March 2001) 


OFFICERS 

Mr. Francis Gary Powers, Jr. (Chair) 

Founder, The Cold War Museum 
President, Vienna Chamber of Commerce 
P.O. Box 178 
Fairfax, VA 220.30 

(H) (703) 273-238 1 / (W) (703)281-1333 
(F) (703) 273-4903 
EMAIL: gpovversjr@coldwar.org 
(Term Expires June 2003) 

Mr. John C. Welch (Vice Chair) 

Director of Membership, Council on Foundations 
3905 Keith Ave. 

Fairfax, VA 22030 

(H) (703) 218-1472 / (W) (202) 467-0479 
(F) (202) 785-3926 
EMAIL: borowdy@aol.com 
(Term Expires June 2003) 

Dr. Russell A. Cargo (Treasurer) 

Acting Chair, Department of Political Science and Public 
Administration / Director of Nonprofit Studies, Virginia 
Commonwealth University' 

10836 Burr Oak Way 
Burke. VA 220 1 5 

(H) (703) 764-2634 / (W) (804) 828-8096 
(F) (703)978-1657 
EMAIL: russcargo@attgfobai.net 
(Term Expires June 2001) 

Col. Gary Bottorff, USAF (Ret.) (Secretary) 

Senior Partner, The Capitol Group 
9912 Great Oaks Way 
Fairfax, VA 22030 

(H) (703) 59 1 -2 1 90 /(W) (703) 591-8444 
EMAIL: garybotorff@aol.com 
(Term Expires June 2003) 

BOARD MEMBERS 

Mr. Frederick J. Ferrer (Leave of Absence) 

Cold War Doctoral Student, Florida State University 
4142 Laurel Oak Circle 603 Cleveland Road 
Tallahassee, PL 323 1 1 Linthicum, MD 2 1 090 
(H) (850) 402-9526(H) (410) 859- 1791 
EMAIL: afhonor@aol.com 
(Term Expires August 2001) 

Col. Brooke Nihart, USMC, (Ret.) 

Past Deputy Director for Marine Corps Museums 
6208 Kellogg Dr. 

McLean. VA22101 

(H) (703) 356-6714 /(F) (703) 356-7576 
(Term Expires June 2000) 


334 Stanmorc Rd. 

Baltimore, MD 21212-1 137 
(410) 825-8559 

EMAIL: ntaryndon@mymailstation.com 
(Term Expires June 2002) 

Ms. Dee Powers Rogers (Leave of Absence) 

Minnesota Air National Guard (Ret.) 

Director of Maintenance, the Aircraft Component Support 
Shop, Northwest Airlines 
4480 Reindeer Ln. 

Eagan, MN 55123 

(H) (65 1 ) 454-3906 / (W) (61 2) 727-6860 
(F) (612) 727-7321 
markdeerogers@aol.com 
(Term Expires June 2002) 

Maj Gen Michael K. Wyrick, USAF (Ret.) 

Deputy Surgeon General, Air Force Medical Service 
3865 Farrcroft Dr. 

Fairfax, VA 22030 
(W) (703) 359-3797 
(F) (703) 359-0858 
EMAIL: mkwyrick@cs.com 
(Term Expires June 2004) 

ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS 

Ambassador Vernon Walters (Chair) 

4141 N. Henderson 

Arlington, VA 22203 

(703) 522-2455 / (407) 842-2424 

Mrs. Sam Jaffe (Jeune) 

6510 Bradley Blvd. 

Bethesda, MD 2081 7 

(H) (301) 365-1 196 /(F) (301) 469-9574 

(Deceased) 

Dr. Sergei Khrushchev 
Brown University 
Box 1948 
Two Stimson Ave. 

Providence, Rl 02912 

(W) (401) 863-7442 / (F) (401) 863-7440 

(Indefinite Term) 

Mrs. Francis Gary Powers (Sue) 

94! I Ranta Ave. 

Us Vegas. NV 891 17 
(H) (702) 256-7885 
(Indefinite Term) 

Mr. Dino Brugioni 
301 Storck Rd. 

Hartwood. VA 22406 
(540) 742-4008 
(indefinite Term) 


Mrs. Mary Dunham Nicholes 
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Cold War Museum 
Update 2001 

As 2001 begins I find myself reflecting on the many accomplishments of the Cold War Museum and those who have made 
them possible, I am writing to provide you with a brief update on the Museum’s activities and to ask that you consider 
making a tax-deductible donation to the Cold War Museum's general fund. A donation to our general fond will help us to 
develop quality exhibits and educational programs about the Cold War. 

We are at a critical stage of our development. The Cold War Museum has been invited by the Smithsonian Institution to 
become an Affiliate Museum. As a Smithsonian Affiliate, the Cold War Museum can exhibit artifacts from the 
Smithsonian’s national collection and use the Smithsonian name in conjunction with fundraising and promotional activities. 
In addition, as early as June 2001, the Cold War Museum may be able to locate at a former Nike Missile base 20 minutes 
from Washington, DC. In the meantime, we are negotiating with the Fort Meade Museum in Maryland to temporarily 
locate our exhibits at their facility. 

In 2000, two students from Eisenhower High School in Houston, Texas, contacted the Cold War Museum asking for 
assistance in their research project for the National History Day competition. The Museum immediately provided them with 
useful information and an invitation to attend an official United States Air Force ceremony at Beale Air Force Base, 
California, held to commemorate the 40 th anniversary of the U-2 Incident. While visiting Beaie on May 1, 2000 : the 
students interviewed many individuals associated with the U-2 program. They were present in the review stands when a 
U-2 landed after I was flown on a commemorative U-2 flight. The students also attended a posthumous award ceremony, 
which honored my father with the Prisoner of War Medal, the Distinguished Flying Cross, and the CIA's Director’s Medal. 
As a direct result of the Museum’s assistance, the students were finalists in National History Day, won a $5,000 
scholarship, and the History Channel’s Award for the Best Senior Entry on an International Theme. 

The mobile exhibit on the U-2 Incident and our “Spies of Washington Tour’’ continue to generate interest in the building of 
a permanent Cold War Museum facility. On July 1, 2000, the mobile exhibit returned from a six-month display at the 
Allied Museum in Berlin, Germany. It is currently on display at the Museum of Flight in Seattle, Washington, and will be 
displayed at the Florida International Museum in St. Petersburg, Florida, from March 2001 through March 2002. The 
educational “Spies of Washington Tour” has enjoyed substantial growth and continues to sell out regularly. 

The Cold War Museum has received Combined Federal Campaign designation number 7475 for Federal Employee 
donations. In addition, the Cold War Museum works with numerous production companies to produce television programs 
discussing Cold War history as seen on A&E, C-SPAN, the Discovery Channel, the History Channel, and the Learning 
Channel. Museum artifacts were recently used in the Kevin Costner film about the Cuban Missile Crisis entitled "Thirteen 
Days.” The Museum was also able to secure a SAM II missile for the collection, which is on loan to the Florida 
International Museum as part of their Cuban Missile Crisis display. 

The Hungarian, Latvian, Lithuanian, and Slovakian Embassies co-host an annual reception for the Museum. As a result of 
their support, the Museum acquired several important artifacts, including an East German admiral’s uniform, a warning sign 
from Checkpoint Charlie, and Lithuanian propaganda bumper stickers used in the early 1990's. 

Please consider making a donation to the Cold War Museum's general fond. Your gift now will help us plan for the new 
year and the new physical location. Tax-deductible contributions and artifact donations to the Museum will ensure that 
future generations will remember Cold War events and personalities that forever altered our understanding of national 
security, international relations, and personal sacrifice for one’s country. 

If you should have any questions or want additional information, please do not hesitate to visit wvuv.coldwar.org or call the 
Museum at (703) 273-2381. The Museum mailing address is P O. Box 178, Fairfax, VA 22030, Please help spread the 
word about the Museum. Together we can make this vision a reality. Your support is greatly appreciated. 


Francis Gary Powers, Jr. 
Founder 
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Cold War Historic Sites -USA 


The following request was recently made to the subscribers of H-DIPLO (H-DIPLO@H-NHT.MSU.EDU), an 
online historical discussions page: 

Dear Colleagues, 

The Honorable Joel Hefley invited me to testify before the House subcommittee on National Parks, Recreation, and 
Public Lands on March 8, 2001. As part of the supporting documentation, the Cold War Museum would like to include 
a list of the Top Ten Historic Cold War Sites in the United States. 

What do you consider to be the Top Ten Historic Cold War Sites in the United States? 

Your help is appreciated. Additional information on the Cold War Museum can be found at www.coldwar.org. 

Following are the results of that request. It was not possible to rank them; therefore the answers are given in 
alphabetical order. A more detailed description is located in the additional supporting documentation. 


Abilene, Texas 
AN/FPS-35 - NY 
Arco, ID 
ARDC's 
Beale AFB, CA 
BOMARCs. 

Cape Canaveral 
Cheyenne Mountain 
CIA HQ 
Clear AFS, AK 
CPUSA offices 
DIA HQ 
Edwards ATB, 

Electric Boat - New London 
Ellsworth AFB, SD 
Fort Bragg, NC 
Glassboro, NJ 
Greenbrlar Hotel, WV 
Hanford Works, WA 
Hazleton, PA 
ICBM sites 

Institute of Pacific Relations ! Amerasia 
John Birch Society HQ 
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg's apartment 
Krushchev's Iowa cornfield. 

Lincoln Labs, MA 
Los Alamos 
McCarthy's Birthplace 
McGuire AFB 
Miami/South Florida Region 
Mickelson, ND 
MIT 


Montauk AFS 
Mosinec, WI 
Newport News, VA 
Nike Site HM-69, FL 
Nike Site SF-88, CA 

Nike Site - Lorton, VA (Site for the Cold War Museum) 

Norfolk sub base 

NSAHQ 

Oak Ridge, TN 

OffiittAFB 

Otis AFB, MA 

Pacific Beach, WA 

Pantex Plant, TX 

Pentagon courtyard nicknamed 'ground zero’ 

Point Sur, CA 
Rand Corporation HQ 
Redstone Arsenal, Huntsville, AL 
SAC HQ 

SAGE - Direction Centcr/Combat Center 

Soviet Embassy - Washington DC 

Stanley Mickelson complex, ND 

State Department Building at Fogg)’ Bottom 

Texas Tower No. 4 (TT-4), NJ 

Titan 11 Site 571-8, Green Valley, AZ 

Tonopah Test Range/Area 5 1, NV 

Vandenberg AFB, CA 

Westminster College in Fulton, MI 

Wheeling, WV 

White Sands, NM 

Whittaker Chambers's Pumpkin Patch 

Willi Fisher’s (alias Rudolf Abel) photo shop, NY 


I would like to thank those individuals who helped with this list and my testimony: Donald E. Bender; Gary 
Bottorff; Christopher J. Bright; LTC James Jay Carafano, Executive Editor - Joint Force Quarterly - National 
Defense University; Dr. Russ A. Cargo; Ambassador David Fischer, San Francisco State University; Ivan 
Greenberg, Monroe College; Steve Hatch, University of Florida; (lloyna Sotack Homeyard, Temple University; 
Jerome Kuehl, International Association for Media and History: Lobo76mk@aol.com; Doug Macdonald, Colgate 
University; Scott Murdock; Tom Page, Director, Air Defense Radar Museum; Jennifer Webber Powers; Dr. Scott 
Rausch, University of Washington: Michele Anderson Schmidt; University of Colorado, Boulder; Dr. Joseph N. 
Tatarewicz, University of Maryland; Ed Theien; Pat Tyler; John C. Welch. 
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Smithsonian Institution 


January 2, 2001 


Francis Gary Powers, Jr. 

Chairman, Board of Directors 
The Cold War Museum 
P.O. Box 178 
Fairfax, VA 22030 

Re: Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to establish an Affdiation between the 

Cold War Museum and the Smithsonian Institution 

Dear Mr. Powers: 

The Cold War Museum (hereinafter, the “Museum”) is established as a 501c(3) 
not-for-profit educational institution in Fairfax, Virginia. The Museum is dedicated to 
examining the period in our history when two ideologically different world powers were 
perched on the brink of war, and the fate of the whole world hung in the balance. The 
Museum enhances our understanding of the present by collecting, preserving and 
interpreting objects of the Cold War era, making connections between people today and 
those who shaped that era. 

Representatives of the Museum and the Smithsonian Institution (hereinafter, the 
“Smithsonian”) have had preliminary discussions whereby the Smithsonian may respond 
to the museum’s request for (1 ) a long-term loan of objects from the Smithsonian 
collections; and (2) the appropriate use of the Smithsonian name. 

The Museum and the Smithsonian wish to pursue this project and therefore agree 
to the terms of the Memorandum of Understanding as set forth below: 

1 . The Museum will seek the funding necessary to conduct the feasibility 
study of this project. The Museum will seek the funds necessary to 
compensate the Smithsonian for its participation in the feasibility studies 
and associated administrative costs. 

2. The feasibility studies will: 

• Identify specific objects and areas from the collections of 

Smithsonian museums which the Smithsonian may lend to the 
Museum under separate loan agreements for a period not to 
exceed ten (10) years, subject to mutually agreeable renewal; 
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Holocaust Memorial Museum 


January 25, 2001 

Mr. Francis Gary Powers, Jr. 
Founder 

The Cold War Museum 
P.O. Box 178 
Fairfax, VA 22030 


Dear Mr. Powers: 

I was pleased to meet with you and to learn more about the Cold War Museum. 

The United States Holocaust Memorial Museum will be pleased to explore areas of 
possible cooperation between our two institutions. As you and I discussed, the historical 
events addressed by the Cold War Museum and the United States Holocaust Memorial 
Museum overlap and are to some extent interrelated. It is possible to envision a variety 
of joint projects, but at the very least the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Museum will be 
pleased to share whatever experience and expertise it has that may be helpful. 

We welcome the Cold War Museum and look forward to working with you. 


With best regards. 



Wesley A. Fisher 
Director of External Affairs 


100 Raoul Wallenberg Place, SW. Washington, D.C. 20024-2126 * Tel (202) 488-0400 • Fax (202) 488-2690 ■ www.ushmm.org 
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VOICE OF AMERICA 

330 Independence Avenue, SW 
Washington, DC 20237 




January 25, 2001 


Mr. Francis Gary Powers 
The Cold War Museum 
P.O. Box 178 
Fairfax, VA 22030 


Dear Gary: 

I’m glad vcu stopped by recently to talk about your efforts to drum up resources 
for The Cold War Museum Project, and I hope the contacts we provided you will prove 
useful. It is a noble project, reflecting the importance of this critical period in our 
nation’s history. For its part, the Voice of America played a key role in broadcasting 
news and information to millions of people behind the Iron Curtain during this era. We 
are pleased at the prospects for preserving die story of VOA’s role in the Cold War 
through inclusion in a future museum exhibit. 


Let me reaffirm VOA’s support for The Cold War Museum Project. We look 
forward to working with you in the months ahead to identify artifacts and memorabilia 
that could be incorporated in a VO A exhibit at the museum. Please keep us abreast of 
how these plans unfold. 


Vil 

Sanford J. Ungar 
Director 


{OH. 


VOICE OF AMERICA 


Broadcasting Board of Governors 
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Mr. Francis Gary Powers, Jr. 
Founder, 

Cold War Museum 
P.O.Box 178 

Fairfax, VA 22030 


December 6, 2000 


Dear Gary, 


Congratulating you on your efforts to preserve Cold War history, on behalf of 
Ambassador Geza Jeszenszky, I’d like to assure you that the Embassy of the Republic 
of Hungary remains ready to cooperate with you on future projects as we did so in the 
past. 


I am confident, that the lessons of the Cold War will prove useful for making 
wise, thoughtful decisions about conducting foreign policy in the US, as well. The 
Cold War Museum is an effective, educative tool to accomplish its mission and carry 
the message especially to the younger generations. 

The Embassy of Hungary is looking forward to work with you closely in the 
future, too. 


Yours sincerely, 


Jozsef Toth 
Minister, DCM 


3910 SHOEMAKER STREET, N.W. 


WASHINGTON. D.C. 20008 . TEL: (202) 362-6730 



Wfairfax county 


\ V 


1950 




PARK AUTHORITY 

Golei baling $irk> mi j-hupfir? 
■. tL FLt Sluip, tk, Dutujo 



12056 Government Center Parkway •> Suite S27 


Fairfax, Virginia 22035-1 11 8 ❖ (703)324-87 


October 6, 2000 


Mr. Francis Gary Powers, Jr. 
Founder, The Cold War Museum 
P.O. Box 178 
Fairfax, Virginia 22030 


RE: Cold War Museum at Lorton/Laurel Hill 


Dear Mr. Powers: 

Thank you for your letter of September 8, 2000 reiterating your interest in the former Lorton 
Nike Missile Site as a potential location of a Cold War Museum. It certainly seems like the 
natural site for such an exhibit, and the museum could be an interesting element in the historical 
interpretation of the activities that took place through the years on this property. 

As you are probably aware, all of the vacated areas throughout the Lorton property are still in the 
hands of the General Services Administration (GSA). We have limited access to these areas, and 
are standing by as GSA completes on site environmental remediation. We have requested 
interim use of some of the areas, including the former Nike site, but have been denied the interim 
use for safety and security reasons. As closure efforts continue, GSA has indicated that some of 
the areas may be available for transfer to the County as early as June 2001. This, of course, 
depends on the successful negotiation of terms. 

Given this tentative timetable, if you are still interested in moving ahead with your preliminary 
planning activities, Park Authority staff would be glad to meet with you and your associates. 

The principal staff currently involved in the Lorton/Laurel Hill park planning activities are Lynn 
Tadlock, Director, Planning and Development Division, and Doug Petersen, Senior 
Right of Way Agent, who led the recent tours of the Lorton Complex. They may be reached at 
703-324-8741 and 703-324-8607 respectively. If you prefer, you may contact them by e-mail at 
lvnn.tadlock@co.fairfax.va. us and dpeter@co. fair fax, va.us . 


Voice: (703) 324-8583 * TTY: (703) 324-3988 ❖ Visit the Parks Online: www.co.fairfax.va.us/parks 
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In search of a home 


BY CHRISTINE CUB& 

STAFF REPORTER 


Cold War Museum 
in talks with officials 
for permanent site 


Fresh on the heels of becoming the Smithson- 
ian’s newest affiliate, the Cold War Museum in 
Fairfax is looking for permanent real estate. 

Possible sites for the museum include the for- 
mer Nike missile base near Lorton prison and 
the Newseum space in Arlington. The museum 
now is based out of the home of founder Francis 
Gary Powers Jr.> the son of the U-2 pilot shot 
down in 1960 by the Soviets and later impris- 
oned by them. 

Powers applied for the Smithsonian Affilia- 
tions program early last year. It s a designation 
held by only 64 other cultural institutions and 
museums in the country. Officials are working 
on a feasibility study to determine what Smith- 
sonian artifacts can be used in Cold War Muse- 
um displays. 

“We’re at a critical stage in our development,” 
says Powers, who also serves as president of the 
Vienna Regional Chamber of Commerce. 

He needs to raise $10 million for the museum 
and an additional $5 million for a Cold War 
Memorial, another project he is pursuing. 

The museum has applied for money from the 
Combined Federal Campaign, which doles out 
contributions from federal employees. Powers 
expects to hear how much it will receive in 

Se e COLD WAR, Page 60 


Greater Washington, but he seeks to raise SI 0 million for a permanent location. 


D.C. Council mulls tax assessment change 
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THOMAS M. DAVIS 
1 1th District, Viro in ia 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM 



COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE 


Congress of ttje Untteb States 

$ousc ot fceprcaentatibES 

Wa«l)mBt(ra, ©£ 20315-4911 


7018 Evergreen Court 
Annandale, VA 22003 
17031916-9610 

730 Eiden Street, Second Floor 
Herndon, VA 20170 
17031 437-1726 


March 5, 2001 



(703) 590-4699 
li.house.gov/tomdsvis 


Mr. Francis G- Powers, Jr. 

Founder, The Cold War Museum 
P.O. Box 178 
Fairfax, VA 22030 

Dear Gary: 

It is my understanding that you will be testifying before the House Committee on 
Resources, Subcommittee on National Parks and Public Lands on March 8, 2001 in support of 
H.R. 107, a bill which will require that the Secretary of the Interior conduct a study to identify 
sites and resources, and to recommend alternatives for commemorating and interpreting the Cold 
War. 


I am writing to express my support for.H.R. 1 07 and the establishment of a Cold War 
Museum to preserve Cold War resources and honor Cold War Veterans. As a friend and 
supporter, I can think of no one more qualified to testify on H.R. 107 than you, the Founder of 
the Cold War Museum. This Museum is a valuable educational tool for anyone interested in the 
Cold War history. Every person who visits your Museum website at www.colc 
about important Cold War events and activities. 


As you know, I was a proud original sponsor of H.R. 2885, a bill which would authorize 
the establishment of a Cold War memorial in the 105 ,h Congress. It is my position that a Cold 
War Museum and Memorial will help honor Cold War Veterans and preserve Cold War history. 

I look forward to working with you to find a permanent home for the Cold War Museum, 
and hope that the Secretary' of the Interior will consider all possible sites in the Washington, DC 
metropolitan area, in particular, the Northern Virginia area. 


Sincerely. 




Tom Davis 
Member of Congress 


PRINTED 5N BECVCLEO PAPER 
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Mr. Hefley. Thank you, Mr. Powers. You have obviously done 
a lot of thinking and work on this and we appreciate your knowl- 
edge. 

Dr. Craig? 

STATEMENT OF DR. BRUCE CRAIG, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL 

COORDINATING COMMITTEE FOR THE PROMOTION OF HIS- 
TORY 

Mr. Craig. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am Bruce Craig. I am 
the Director of the National Coordinating Committee for the Pro- 
motion of History, which is a consortium of 59 historical or archival 
organizations. The NCC serves as the national advocacy office for 
the historical and archival professions. My education — I am a spe- 
cialist in the Cold War and the history of espionage. As of today 
I consider myself also an expert on colds in general so please tol- 
erate my husky voice. 

I am pleased to appear before the Subcommittee today in support 
of H.R. 107, your legislation, Mr. Congressman, to conduct a na- 
tional landmark theme study to identify sites and resources that 
are related to the Cold War. We support the enactment of this leg- 
islation even as presently drafted. However, I would like to present 
for your consideration a couple of ideas that might actually 
strengthen the bill. 

Certainly for much of the second half of the 20th century the con- 
test between two nuclear superpowers, the former Soviet Union 
and the United States, has defined the character of global and do- 
mestic politics. The threat of mass destruction that carried with it 
the very real possibility of annihilation of not only the citizens of 
both nations but nearly everyone else on earth also left a perma- 
nent mark on American life and politics. 

In international politics, the contest between the superpowers 
shaped American foreign policy worldwide. In the realm of domes- 
tic politics, it was the culture of the Cold War that completely 
transformed aspects of American life. 

Clearly, there is a need to identify, to document and to preserve 
sites and resources that illustrate Cold War history. There already 
are some Cold War-related sites that are listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places. There are also some sites that are 
established as national historic landmarks. For example, the West- 
minster College Gymnasium in Fulton, Missouri where Winston 
Churchill delivered his famous March 1946 "Iron Curtain" speech 
that has long held as a seminal event and marks the beginnings 
of the Cold War, has been a national landmark for some number 
of years. 

However, the National Park System is woefully inadequate in in- 
terpreting and preserving resources relating to the Cold War. This 
theme study should serve as the catalyst for the creation of a Cold 
War National Historical Park. 

In terms of some specific suggestions for strengthening this legis- 
lation, Section 1 of this section presently focuses largely on sites 
associated with American military strategy and technology. We be- 
lieve that the legislation needs to be broadened to include perhaps 
a more diverse collection of sites, some of which Gary Powers has 
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mentioned and some specific recommendations are in my written 
testimony, as well. 

Also, we believe that the study should take a look at sites that 
are associated with the domestic war; for example, sites associated 
with intelligence-gathering and I might note espionage, as well, 
and certainly some associated personalities with the Cold War. 

So that the study does not degenerate into simply an assessment 
of a motley collection of historic sites, some type of framework for 
assessment seems to be necessary, as well. We believe the theme 
study should concentrate on people, events and sites that are asso- 
ciated with a number of Cold War hallmarks, which are itemized 
in my testimony. 

In terms of Section 3, the advisory committee, we certainly be- 
lieve that there is a necessity for some type of outside review and 
assistance from the historical organizations and institutions in 
crafting this theme study — but it need not be an advisory com- 
mittee. This Committee might want to consider directing the Park 
Service to conduct a series of workshops comprised of academic 
scholars, knowledgeable preservationists and NPS professionals. 
The Park Service has certainly had previous experience in con- 
ducting this type of information-gathering workshops. The history 
of the National Park Service themes and concepts, in essence, the 
overall theme study framework that was adopted by the Park Serv- 
ice in 1994 followed this type of framework, and, more recently, the 
painting and sculpture theme study that was put together in 1991 
also made use of this model. We think that these workshops per- 
haps might be a little bit better in terms of getting the advice that 
the Park Service needs in terms of the establishment of a Cold War 
National Park and the production of a Cold War theme study. 

Thank you for the opportunity to discuss this legislation with 
you, Mr. Chairman. I certainly welcome any questions that you or 
the other members of the Subcommittee might have. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Craig follows:] 

Statement of Bruce Craig, Director, National Coordinating Committee for 
the Promotion of History, Washington, D.C. 

I am Bruce Craig, Director of the National Coordinating Committee for the Pro- 
motion of History (NCC), a national consortium of 59 historical and archival organi- 
zations. Since 1982, the NCC has served as the national advocacy office for the his- 
torical and archival professions. Specifically, we provide information services to 
Members of Congress and other policymakers. The NCC also represents member or- 
ganizations on matters relating to Federal funding and appropriations, policy, and 
legislation that have an impact on historical and archival programs, research, and 
teaching. 

I possess a Ph.D. in history (1999) from The American University, Washington 
D.C. I am a cold war historian with a speciality in the history of espionage. My dis- 
sertation, Treasonable Doubt: The Harry Dexter White Case, 1948-1953” traces the 
espionage activity of Treasury Department officials during the early cold war period. 
I have written and published extensively on the cold war for over fifteen years. I 
am also the principal in the legal challenge, Craig v. USA which served as the cata- 
lyst for the 1999 Federal court judgment that resulted in the unsealing of the grand 
jury records relating to the Alger Hiss case. This was the first time in American 
history that grand jury records had been unsealed solely on the basis of their histor- 
ical interest and value. 

I am pleased to appear before this subcommittee today in support of H.R. 107 — 
legislation introduced by Representative Joel Hefley to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a National Landmark theme study to identify sites and resources 
relating to the cold war and to recommend alternatives for commemorating and in- 
terpreting the cold war era. While the NCC fully supports the intent and objectives 
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of this legislation, and we support enactment of this legislation even as presently 
drafted, I would like to present for the Subcommittee’s consideration, a few ideas 
that may strengthen the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, for much of the second half of the twentieth century, the contest 
between two nuclear superpowers — the former Soviet Union and the United 
States — defined the character of global and domestic politics. The threat of mass de- 
struction that carried with it the very real possibility of annihilation of not only the 
citizens of both nations but nearly everyone else on earth, also left a permanent 
mark on American life and politics. The cold war (as it was dubbed in 1947 by jour- 
nalist Walter Lippman) created an atmosphere of ever-present fear of thermonuclear 
war that nearly every American over the age of 30 can well remember. 

In the realm of international politics, the contest between the two superpowers 
shaped American foreign policy worldwide: for some historians, the term preponder- 
ant power most accurately describes America’s foreign policy objective with respect 
to the Soviet Union and its communist bloc allies. Preponderant power was achieved 
through unprecedented expenditures on the military (creating what President Ei- 
senhower characterized as the military-industrial complex ) and through the cre- 
ation of mechanisms for international collective security (NATO and NORAD are 
but two examples). Through these institutions the United States sought to check the 
expanding power of the Soviet Union. 

In the realm of domestic politics, from the late 1940’s through 1990 when what 
President Ronald Reagan characterized as the evil empire collapsed, the culture of 
the cold war completely transformed aspects of American life. For example, the ex- 
cesses of the so-called McCarthy Era played on the popular fear of communist sub- 
version, which with thanks to the relatively new invention of the television, found 
its way into the middle-class American household, and permeated the American psy- 
che. Another example — the fallout from the Alger Hiss- Whittaker Chambers con- 
troversy gave rise to the creation of an anti-communist liberal tradition and gave 
new impetus to the modern conservative movement. The cold war also provided mo- 
mentum to the career of dozens of political leaders (perhaps most notably Richard 
Nixon), many of whom dominated the political scene for the next three decades. 

Clearly there is a need to identify, document, and preserve sites and resources 
that illustrate cold war history. I believe that the historic events and associated lo- 
cations of this time period will be viewed by future generations of Americans as 
being every bit as important to preserve as many Americans view Civil War sites 
today. With the exception of the Civil War, no other war has shaped the American 
character so subtly or so intricately as did the cold war. This is because virtually 
every American was a front-line soldier in the battle to defeat communism. Its fall- 
out was unforgettable. 

While there are some cold war related sites listed on the National Register of His- 
toric Places (for example, the Oak Ridge Historic District in Tennessee) and there 
are a few National Historic Landmarks that commemorate people and events re- 
lated to cold war history, (for example, the Westminster College Gymnasium in Ful- 
ton, Missouri where Winston Churchill delivered his famous March 1946 Iron Cur- 
tain speech — long heralded as the seminal event marking the beginning of the cold 
war) for the most part, historic sites in our National Park System are woefully inad- 
equate in interpreting and preserving resources relating to cold war history. At 
some already established sites, there are specific locations and resources that could 
be more fully interpreted to tell aspects of the cold war story — the Harry S. Truman 
National Historical Site in Missouri and the Eisenhower National Historic Site in 
Pennsylvania are but two examples. Still, there is no representational national his- 
torical park focusing upon cold war history. There ought to be. This theme study 
should serve as the catalyst for the creation of cold war National Historical Park. 

Here then, Mr. Chairman are some specific suggestions for strengthening this leg- 
islation: 

Section 1. COLD WAR STUDY 

The thrust of this bill presently focuses upon sites associated with American mili- 
tary strategy and technology. The legislation needs to be broadened to include a 
more diverse collection of sites — both sites associated with the military story of the 
cold war as well as the social and non-military aspects of that war. To this end, 
let me discuss each in order. 

First, with respect to the military related resources, the legislation should be 
more inclusive in focusing on diverse types of resources. For example, in addition 
to the types of sites reflected in the reports and inventory of sites mentioned in the 
legislation [see page 2, items (1) and (2)], it should be noted that the National Park 
Service maintains a master listing of National Register and National Historic Land- 
marks sites that include cold war sites. Here one finds listings of a Nike missile 
and other missile bases, ICBM launch complexes, proving grounds, military and ci- 
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vilian operations/communications centers, air defense centers, and at least one nu- 
clear reactor — all these sites should be examined in context with other military-re- 
lated cold war sites. 

In addition, each State Historic Preservation Office maintains a state inventory 
of historically significant sites (including sites of local or regional, as well as na- 
tional, significance). These sites should be assessed in context with this study. Other 
resources — including representative examples of historic ships (especially sub- 
marines) and airplanes (the B-29 bomber, for example, for years served as the prin- 
ciple short-range strategic strike weapon) also need to be preserved and interpreted. 
To this end, we recommend either legislative or report language be added directing 
the Secretary to consult with other Federal agencies and state governments and his- 
torical institutions in compiling a master inventory of cold war sites and resources. 
This should not be a costly endeavor as much of the work has already been com- 
pleted; it need only be compiled into a central data base. 

Second, the legislation needs to be broadened to assess sites of a non-military na- 
ture that contribute to telling the story of the cold war from the perspective of gov- 
ernment officials and civilians. To this end, the assessment should include: Federal 
buildings such as the State Department Building in Washington, D.C., sites associ- 
ated with intelligence gathering (i.e., the CIA, FBI and NSA headquarters) and espi- 
onage (the home of Nathan Gregory Silvermaster who spearheaded the largest com- 
munist intelligence gathering apparatus in Washington, D.C. during World War II 
which centered out of a residence at 5515 30th Street, is an ideal candidate for as- 
sessment), the headquarters of fringe political movements such as the Communist 
Party USA and John Birch Society; sites associated with cold war personalities, in- 
cluding (but not limited to) Henry Luce, John McCloy, Allen and John Foster Dulles, 
Lucius Clay, Dean Acheson, Douglas MacArthur, Paul Nitze, Averell Harriman, Jo- 
seph McCarthy, George Kennan, George C. Marshall, and Ronald Reagan. And cer- 
tainly no cold war theme study could be considered complete without assessing the 
merits of preserving the bunker under the Greenbriar Hotel in West Virginia that 
was set aside to provide refuge for high government officials in case of nuclear war, 
as well as typical representative civilian defense bunkers. With respect to the as- 
sessment of these sites (some of which may prove controversial), it should be re- 
membered that the purpose of the theme study is to document where history hap- 
pened, and not necessarily in every case to commemorate or celebrate where history 
happened. Those decisions are best left to others. 

So that this study does not degenerate into an enormous assessment of a motley 
collection of historic sites, some framework for assessment needs to be created to 
give guidance to the NPS. The legislation should provide that framework. To this 
end, at a minimum, we suggest the theme study concentrate its assessment work 
on people, events and sites associated with the following cold war hallmarks: 

• Beginnings of the cold war 

• Marshall Plan and the German Question (including sites associated with the 
Berlin airlift) 

• Development of Nuclear Weapons 

• Strategic Defense and Offense at Home and Abroad 

• The cold war on the Home Front 

• Development of the National Security State (including Espionage sites) 

• Korean and Vietnam War (the domino theory in practice) 

• Cuban Missile Crisis (including training and staging sites associated with the 
Bay of Pigs invasion) 

• End of the cold war (through the creation of the Russian Republic and Common- 
wealth of Independent States) 

Section 2. INTERPRETIVE HANDBOOK ON THE COLD WAR 

We fully support the production of an interpretive handbook on the cold war that 
focuses on historic sites and resources, people, and events associated with the era. 
The cost associated with the production of such an interpretive book, I understand, 
generally runs about $100,000. Therefore, the dollar figure in Section 4 (AUTHOR- 
IZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS) may need to be revised upward. 

Section 3. COLD WAR ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

We believe that there is a necessity for some type of outside review and assistance 
from historical organizations and institutions in crafting this theme study. Either 
some type of advisory committee along the lines of the one established in Section 
3 needs to be created, or another suitable alternative should be Congressionally 
mandated. 

Instead of creating an advisory committee, the Committee may want to consider 
directing the National Park Service to conduct two workshops comprised of aca- 
demic scholars, knowledgeable preservationists, and NPS professionals. During the 
first scoping meeting, the workshop participants would provide advice in discussions 
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about representational themes, help refine the study framework, advise on method- 
ology for collecting data and suggest sites for study and assessment. At a second 
review meeting (conducted after a draft report has been prepared), the same group 
of experts would review the NPS draft report and make formal recommendations 
relating to the selection of National Landmark nominations and sites that meet the 
tests of national significance, suitability and feasibility thus making them can- 
didates for possible National historic site or national historical park designation. 

Mr. Chairman, the National Park Service has had previous experience in con- 
ducting this type of information gathering workshop. For example, the NPS in part- 
nership with the Organization of American Historians assisted in the development 
of the History in the National Park Service: Themes and Concepts, historic site 
framework which was adopted by the NPS in 1994. Several dozen scholars and aca- 
demics also assisted the NPS in a Painting and Sculpture Theme Study Workshop 
conducted June 10-14, 1991. That workshop resulted in the creation of a Framework 
for the Visual Arts Theme Study that defined the National Park Service’s role in 
preserving and interpreting sites associated with American painting and sculpture. 
The Committee may want to model the workshop requirement after legislative lan- 
guage found in Public law 101-628 Section 1209 (1991) directing the NPS to revise 
the 1986 thematic framework. It well may be, though, that the more relevant model 
is the Painting and Sculpture Theme Study Workshop which had no legislative 
mandate. I would be pleased to provide the Committee with copies of both of these 
excellent reports that were prepared based on this workshop model. 

I thank you for the opportunity today to discuss this legislation and I welcome 
any questions the members of this Committee may have. 


Mr. Hefley. Thank you, Dr. Craig. 

And I am pleased that we did get all the testimony in before the 
bells started going off. As I said earlier, we may want to submit 
questions to you to be answered in writing. 

In the meantime, Mrs. Christensen, do you have questions? 

Mrs. Christensen. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I do have maybe 
a few for both Mr. Norquist and Mr. Wymbs. 

Mr. Norquist, in developing the Ronald Reagan Memorial we 
would be really making an exception to the CWA on a case-by-case 
basis and I am having difficulty understanding why we should 
make such an exception. 

If the 25-year waiting period contained in the CWA were re- 
spected in this case in your opinion wouldn’t this memorial still be 
built, that the legacy of President Ronald Reagan is such that it 
can withstand the 25 years until such time that it would be in com- 
pliance with the law? 

Mr. Norquist. I think his legacy certainly stands the test of 
time. It is my point that the legacy is so clear and it is very un- 
usual that a legacy is this clear this early, that his victory over 
Communism was so complete, his success as a President and his 
character so exceptional that we can make this exception. 

And I fully agree with you. It is a big exception. It should be a 
rare exception. I do not expect us to be fighting and winning a Cold 
War again for hundreds of years. These are very substantial accom- 
plishments that Reagan had and they are very unique ones. 

So yes, I agree with you that it should be an exception, that it 
should be rare and I would argue and I think the country agrees 
that Ronald Reagan’s greatness is of that nature. 

Mrs. Christensen. In spite of the fact that President Reagan 
himself agreed with the 25-year period of waiting? 

Mr. Norquist. Every time you pass a law you supersede all the 
previous laws you have passed and Congress does it every week 
here. I think what Reagan signed in the previous law is generally 
the right thing to do but obviously it is not in the Constitution so 
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it is a law that new laws can supersede and I think we should put 
it to Congress that the greatness of Reagan’s presidency and his ac- 
complishments do merit making the exception, and it should be an 
exception. It should be rare. The law is a good one. 

Mrs. Christensen. We do not disagree with the contributions 
but I think it is a bad precedent to set, to make an exception like 
this. 

And there is another departure, which is to remove the National 
Capital Planning Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts 
from the approval process for the memorial. Why is it necessary, 
do you think, to create another Federal commission to oversee this 
memorial? 

And as a follow-up to that question, if the memorial is subject 
to the review by the two entities, the National Capital Planning 
Commission and the Commission of Fine Arts, don’t you think it 
would still move forward, given the 25-year waiting period? 

Mr. Norquist. I am supportive of Congressman Hansen’s pro- 
posal. I am not wedded to the particulars. I am sure that he had 
reasons for structuring it the way he did. I would defer to his 
thoughts and recommend that he sit down with you on why he did 
it that way. 

Mrs. Christensen. Okay, just two more brief questions for Mr. 
Wymbs, the Chairman of the Ronald Reagan Boyhood Home Foun- 
dation. 

Mr. Wymbs, would you be opposed to the Park Service com- 
pleting a standard resource study of the site before we move for- 
ward with Federal acquisition? 

Mr. Wymbs. It makes no difference to me what is done because 
I know the condition of the property and what we have there and 
there is going to be no difficulty with any type of study. We will 
be happy to have our people there show them anything they need 
to see. 

Mrs. Christensen. Do you have an estimate for how much it 
would cost for the Federal Government to acquire and restore the 
site? 

Mr. Wymbs. In our first talks with the people we know full well 
that, of course, we cannot recoup what the Foundation itself has 
spent. It has been quite an expensive proposition. Just as an exam- 
ple, the Reagan home itself we bought for $29,000. It had been con- 
verted from a single-family home into a two-flat. We laugh about 
the price of it because it only cost us $450,000 to restore it to its 
original condition. 

So we cannot estimate. As I told one of the staff members from 
the Committee that called me, I said there is no way we could come 
up with an estimate of the value of what has been, for example, 
put into the corner park. How do you estimate the value of what 
essentially is a small vacant lot with a 15-ton bronze statue right 
in the middle? Our appraisers could not touch that. We could not 
come up with any figures for you because this has been an on-going 
process since the early 1980’s when the President was elected and 
the money has been spent over those years and we do not show it 
anywhere in our books and records as a real investment in the 
property, but it is all there. 
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We are willing to go with whatever values the department comes 
up with with their own expert examination, providing they do not 
make us look too silly in selling it. 

Mrs. Christensen. Just one final question. What relationship, if 
any, does this site have to the Ronald Reagan birthplace in Tam- 
pico, where I believe he spent a longer time? 

Mr. Wymbs. Ronald Reagan was only there for a very few 
months after his birth. He was a babe in arms when the family 
moved from there. It was a small apartment above a store in a 
small town that is about three blocks long. That has no relation- 
ship here. 

The family, oddly enough, was living in Tampico just before they 
moved to Dixon but the house they lived in down there is not avail- 
able to the public. It is in private ownership and they will not even 
let you set foot on the property. Again it was a house that they 
rented for a short period of time, as Mr. Jack Reagan, Ronald’s fa- 
ther, made arrangements with the owner of the store he was work- 
ing for to finance the new store up in Dixon. So the President had 
no real memory of that spot. 

Mrs. Christensen. I thank all of our panelists for their testi- 
mony. I apologize for having to step out for a few minutes. 

Mr. Hefley. Mr. Kildee? 

Mr. Kildee. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just a brief remark. 

The Cold War began basically when Harry Truman was Presi- 
dent and began to wind down under President Ronald Reagan. 

Mr. Powers, it is interesting. I lived in Pesawar, Pakistan in 
1958 and ’59 and there were two American facilities there at the 
time — the American Air Force base plus the CIA base. One was 
nonexistent and the other was secret. 

It was very interesting. Shortly after I returned home I realized 
that I was living very, very near a very crucial element of our effort 
to defend ourselves in the Cold War and your father played a very 
important role in that defense and we certainly appreciate that. It 
was very interesting to realize that I was so close to what was a 
very closely guarded secret over there but a very important ele- 
ment in our efforts to defend ourselves. I appreciate your testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Powers. Thank you for your remarks and the honoring of 
my father. 

Mr. Hefley. I want to thank this panel, as well. I think the tes- 
timony was especially helpful. We may be coming back to each of 
you not only to respond to questions but to get additional help in 
forming legislation. And Dr. Craig, I appreciate your suggestions 
about how to make the legislation on this Cold War thing better. 

I appreciate, Mr. Wymbs, what you all in Dixon have done. If you 
had not stepped in and done that that would not be available. We 
would not be considering something like this at this point. So I ap- 
preciate that a group of citizens took it upon themselves to proceed 
that way. 

Mr. Powers, I have, and I am sure the Committee has, great re- 
spect for your father. He was a true cold warrior who risked his 
life and almost lost his life to defend this country and we appre- 
ciate what he has done and we appreciate what you are doing to 
preserve that heritage. 
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Mr. Powers. Thank you. 

Mr. Hefley. If there is nothing else, the Committee stands ad- 
journed. 

[Whereupon, at 12:05 p.m., the Committee was adjourned.] 
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